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ATTENTION: 
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Q-EID     CD  ?omb  Threats 

Summary  of  Complaint:  

The  victims,!  \  are  .employed  by  the  Boston  police 

Department  (BPD)  as  traf trie  supervisbrs  and  as  such,  were  given 
the  opportunity  to  be  Boston  census  takers,  apolitical  patronage 
job  earning  them  extra  pay*    The  victims*  allege  they  ^ere 
relieved  of  their  duties  and  discriminated  against  as  census 
takers  in  February,  1979  because  they  actively  supported  a$d  cam- 
paigned for  State  Senator  Joseph  Timilty  rather  than  incumbent  Mi 
Kevin:  White;  '  The  victims  retained  their  jobs  with  BPD*. 

INDICES:  O  Negative      Q  See  Summary 

ACTION:  UACB: 

QfcNb  further  action  being  taken  and 
Bureau  Q  LHM  enclosed  p^'Copy  to: 

 r  Boston  CTFD-376  (Enc.  to  LHM> 

CEA:imtb^  n%  LHM  being  submitted 

je/  £-3  Report.being  submitted 

.Q  Preliminary  investigation  instituted    I  J 
Q  Limited  i  nvestigation  instituted  t/ 
 ^   1   I  Investigation  continuing  f 
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AIRTEL 


3-28r80 


?0  : 

FROM  s 
SUBJECT: 


DIRECTOR,  FBI 

(ATTN:     CIVli.  RIGHTS  SECTION) 


SAC/  BOSTON 
KEVIM/WH-ITE, 


-2X26)  (C) 

of  Boston; 


V  BVs£6"n  police  Department;/ 

>yicry 
Tvictim^ 


CIVtL  rights  (C) 
(00:  .  BS) 


"fVICTHi 


ReBSairtel  (FD- 365 f  to  Bureau,  3-24V80. 
Enclosed  are  two  copies  of  an  LHM,  captioned  as 


above,  with  nine  enclosures.. 


A  copy  of  the  LHM,.  with  enclosures,  has  been 
furnished  USA,  Boston,  Mass. 


0 


Boston*  Massachusetts 
Ma^ch  28 ,  1980 


KEVIN  WHITE*  Mayor  of  l&feton; 


_l  Boston  Police  Department; 

hvxcsm 

>VICTIKt 


]-VICTIM 


CIVIL  RIGHTS 

Oh  March  24 >  198  0>|  |  Street, 

ffdrchester,  Massachusetts f  and I  L 
I  I Street/  Dorchester/  stated  that  they,  since  I  |, 

along  with  |  )  sinca  \  I  have  been 

employed*  by  *th*e  City -of  Boston,  in  a  capacity  with  the  Boston 
Pdlice  Department  (BPD) ■•    They  are  Traffic  Supervisors  (at  school 
crossings)  and  are  assigned  to  District  |     |  BPD,    Since  January, 
1974/,  I  (have  been  performing  additional 

duties  as  Boston  census  takers.  This  census  (or  listings!  has 
been  either  historically  or  by  ordinance  the  responsibility  of 
the  BPD  and  further  delegated  to  be  performed  by  Traffic  Supervisors 
as  a  special  paid,  yolxintary  assig$t&:ont  in  addition  to  their  normal 
duties  at  school  crossings.  Depending  upon  the  amount  of  time 
spent  on  listings,  they  averaged  additional  pay  of  $150- $175  a 
week  during  the  ten-week  listing  period,  annually. 

In  early  January >  1979,1  Kbegah 
actively  campaigning  for  Massachusetts  State  Senator  Joseph  Timilty 
in  his  bid  for  Mayor  of  Boston  against  then  incumbent  Mayor  (and 
since  re-elected) Kevin  White.    On  February  8f  1979/ |  |hpsted 
a  political  gathering  at  her  residence  to  promote  the  mayoral 
candidacy  of  Joseph  Timilty  at  which  approximately  60  Timilty 
supporters  were  in  attendance,  to  include  [  1 


bb 
hlC 


On  February  20,  1979, 


each 


received  a  typewritten  notice  informing  them  that  they  had  been 
terminated  as  census  takers  for  the  City  of  Boston  (copies  of  T 
these  notices  are  attached  as  enclosures  1,  2  and  3,  respectively) ♦ 
I  1  provided  copies  of  a  chronology  of  related  events  (enplbsure 

4)  /  a  letter  to_  their  police^  potptaridef ,  Catptain  I  I  (enclosure  5)  , 

three  documents  from  their  Attorney, l  1 
(enclosures  6f  7  and  8)  and  a  copy  of  their  complaint  filing 
suit  against  Kevin  White  in  this  matter  (enclosure  9} , 


I  I  allege  that  they  were  fired 


and  discriminated  against  due  to  their  "political  inclinations" 

r 

Bureau  This  document  contains  neither  recommendations 

•USA,  Boston        nor  conclusions  of  the  FBI,    It  is  the  property 
•Boston (44-272 6)  of  the  EBI  and  is  loaned  to  your  agency?  it  and 
EAzpo'b  its  contents  are  not  to  be  distributed  outside 

your  agency. 


Kevin  White,  Mayor  of  Boston) 
et  al 


rather  than  pgor  job  performance  as  intimated  by  their  listing 
officer* I  k  BPD,  District  I       I  In  conducting  their  - 

bwh  investigation.  I  I  stated  that  the 

allegations  against  them  pertaining-  &o  their  j 06  c  per f  qrxnance 
x^ere  ^fabrications  bvf~  I  further/  alleged  that 

in  early  March  197  9V  after  threatening?  to  present  details  of 
their  political  firing  to  the  news  ntedia  (specifically  WCVBr-2^> 
Channel  5.,  Boston)  r  her  brother-in-law,  I  \  a  political 


appointee  of  Kevin  White,  of fered  her  a  job  as  the  Bostoh  Pdlice 
fy^^«'«4fthftyf«.  fl«apriA«rv-  salary:  pf  $25,0Q0y  plus  the  use 


Commissioner  *s: sep^tarsc^wxtn  a  salary  pz  ¥z:>,uu.y>-  pxus  tne  u 
of'  ah  autombbile ;  I  I  advised  that  she  refused  this  of  £e£ 


and  she  and  I  I4id  in  fact  collaborate  with  I  I 

I  "I  WCyBr-TV  /  investigative^  reporters 

ori  t:heir  story  which  was* broadcast  in  &arch  1979  ♦  # 


2* 


i  * 
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Your  work  was  checked  by  City  Kail  &  they  returned  it. 


Your  listing  work  is  over  as  of  2-20-79  Tuesday* 


b 
h 


Any*  complaints  you  cen  contact  Officer 


At  City  Hall  725-^188. 


Your  xcork  was  checked  by  City  Kail  fr  they  returned  it« 


ho 
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Your  listing  v:ork  is  over  as  of  2-20-79  Tuesday 


'Any  complaints  you  can  contact  Officer 


at  City  Kail  7Z$A[lQQ. 


v;  /  (i,  ^ 


end  jl  ": 


Q 


t 


Your  work  was  checked  by  City  Kali  &  they  returned  it* 
Your  listing  work  is  over  as  of  2-20-79  Tuesday 0 


he 

hlC 


Any  complaints  you  can  contact  Officer 


at  City  Hell  725-ij.l88 


Monday,  Feb.  19  -  [ 


  L  listings  officer  at  Pist. | 

•cr^jr^ainea  tnat  there  wi%*6  not  enough  orange  cards  our 
streets'  that  we  did  the  listings  on.  He  complaineaVgbout 
Glenrose  Rd.  *•»  '  '"ho  returned  to  Glenrose  Rd. 

and  found  the  information  to  check"  out  exactly  the  same. 
He  complained  that  the  informant,  I        .  \  had 

given  too  much  information. 


Monday.  Feb.  19  [ 
information. 


]took  back  Edwin  St.  to  recheck 


Tuesday,  Feb.  20  -  [ 


]  called  in  sick. 


Wednesday.  Feb.  21  -  Returned  Glenrose  Rd.  (which  had 
originally  been  done  on  Feb.  6th  and  Minot  St.  done  on 
Fob:  19th.    Note  given  to  me  (.by  I  .  I  who  received 


theirs  from  Officer  [ 


j)  which  stated  that  my  work 


had  been  checked  by  City  Hall  and  Returned  and  that  my 

work  on  the  listings  ended  Tuesday,  Feb.  20th.  If  I  

had  any  complaints,  I  was  to  contact  Officer  |  1 

at  City  Hall. 

Wednesday.  Feb.  21  -  10:30  a«m .    Spoke .  with  J  ——I  »ho 

informed  us  that  |  |was  unsatisfied  with  our 

work  because  there  were  not  enough  orange  cards  (new 

o-HnfrO  end  I  I  said  the  work  was  no  good  to 

hiS  withiut  orange  cards!  Informed  us  ^\^n^tTL^ 
the  names  of  the  street  or  streets  m  question  that  were 
rejected  but  indicated  with  his  fingers  now  Dig  the  set  of 
cards  was,  indicating  a  large  amount,  an  amount  thap 
we  said  none  of  us  had  ever  passed  in.    V,hen  as«ed  i* 
he  fired  us,  he  said,  no.     He  said  the  order  came  from 
upstairs, I  I  of  the  Election  Commission  and 

then  directed  us  to  him. 


Wednesday.  Feb.  21  -  10tk%  am.    Met  with[ 


] 


who  stated  he  knew  of  "the  matter,  but  denied,  firing  us. 
When  he  was  asked  if  we  were  the  only  Si^f  to  be  let 
Ro  at  this  time,  he  said,,    *}  others  were  let  go  for  • 
Various  reasons.    We  stated  we  felt  that  our  integrity 
lis  "Sing  Snduly  questioned  in  regard  to  this  mattex^hat 

we  had  done  the  listings  per  the  orders  of  Officer^  J 

Ho  stated  that  it  was  «bogus»  to  think  that  you  could-get 
an  accurate  count  in  the  city  and  that  the  work  is  a  waste 
of  ?imJand  not  important.    When  asked  that  since  the  work 
was  so  inimportant,  why  was  it  so  important  to  fire  us? 
He  finally  admitted  that  he  did  fire  us  on  the  aavice  of 
_  _ _ .     i  i  "  *  i x  _  _  •  .  v,o  fil  ed  legislation 


1   Vie  also  stated  that  he  filed  legislation 
to'dVawaywIlh  the  listings.    He  stated-  that  he  knew 


Officer 


ILTt^TitltetsTe  motioned  were  "in  Ward  16.  He.  stated 
he  felt  that  we  could  come  to  some  sort  of  compromise. 


Thursday.  Feb.  22nd  -9; 30  a.m.  Informed  I  

|  |  of  our  union  of  situation, 

did  not  know  present  president's  number. 


Said  she 


b6 
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JEticI  V-/ 


e  o. 


TO:  I  I  *    Matfch  2,1979 

.Commanding  Officer,  District  |  |  .  • 


RE:     The  termination  of 


from  their  duties  on  the  city 
listings  on/Vue&da&v  February  20>  H979 


SIR: 

On  Friday,  February  23,  1979*  we  brought  the  above  matter 

to  your  attention*    At  this  time,  you  stated  that  you  would  ^ 

speak  to  Officer  |         | regarding  the  circumstances  leading 

to  the  termination  of  our  services  on  the  city  listings* 

Since  then,  we  have  been  informed  by  our  union  official 

that  slanderous  remarks  regarding  not  only  our  work  perform-  he 

hlC 

Snce  k&  doing  the  listings  but  our  performance  as  traffic 
supervisors  and  our  personal  character  as  well  have  been 
rapidly  spreading  throughout  t\ie  stations,  in.  the  city* 

We,  therefore,  respectfully  request  from  ,you  at  this  time, 
as  Commanding  Officer  of  District |      |  on  the  advice  of  Qtfr 
attorney,  a  statement  citing  the  specific  charges  made  against 
us  at  the  time  of  our  termination* 

Our  union  official  informed  us  that  on  Thursday,  February  22nd, 


in  a  telephone  conversation  with  Officer  at  City 

Hall,  he  stated  to  her  that  Train  Street  stood  out  in  his 
mind  as  a  major  complaint  against  us* 

Sir,  \te  feel  that  if  you  look  into  the  matter  concerning 
Train  Street,  that  Officer [  \b  statement  is  contradictory 


in  regard  to  us* 

Respectfully  submitted, 


© 


Mar  en  ±y  , — 


Dorchester,  MA 


Dear  [ 


As  per  our  agreement  in  my  office   today,    this  will  confirm 
that   I  will'  bring  suit  on  your  behalf  against  Mayor  Kevin 
White  personally,    in  the  amount  of  one  million  dollars  each 
alleging  the  interference  with  your  employment. as  census 
takers   for  the  City  of  Boston,    and   charging  Mr.   White  in 
his,  individual   capacity  with   intentional   infliction  of 
mental  distress  on  each  of  you. 


Any  further  communications  regarding  this  matter  should  be 
cleared  with  me  first. 

Thank  you  for  your  cooperation  and  confidence  in  me  in  this 
matter . 


Very  truly  yours. 


WCW : jpm 


March   30,  1979 


Officer 

City  Hall 

Boston,    MA  02108 

Re : 


Dear  Officer 


Please  be  advised  that  I  represent  |  | 
I  1  above. captioned,    in   their  claim  against 

Kevin.  Whi.te^  arising,  out  of   their  termination  as  census 
takers*  for   the*  City  of  Boston. 

Please   forward  tto  me   copies   of  the  work  which  was  checked 
by  City  Hall   and  returned,    and  which   is   referred  to  in 
their   termination  notices* 

I  would   also  request   the   names   and   addresses   of   any  other 
census   takers  who  were   terminated  on  or   about   the  time 
that  my   three   clients  received   their   termination  notice. 

Very   truly  yours, 


be 

hlC 


WCW: jpm 


cc 


cc 


cc : 


Dorchester,  MA  02124 
Dorchester,  MA  02125 
,    Dorchester,    MA  02124 


^  o 


Sep^ernbeA  17,  1979 


O^lcerl 


City  Hatl 
Boston,  MA     021  OB 


Re: 


Pca/t  O^lcer 

On  March  30,    1  979  I  wrote  to  you  regarding  my  client' *  claim* 
arising  oat  o&  their  termination  a*  census  take.su   ior  the  City 

06  Boston. 

7  am  enclosing  a  copy  o&  that  letter  to  which  you  have  never 
responded. 

Unless  T  hear  &rom  you  regarding  this  matter  within  the  next  b6 
ten  day 6  I  s hall  be  forced  to  bring  suit  In  order  to  protect  b7c 
my  client9*  Interest. 

Very  truly  yours , 


WCttspp 


End. 


CC: 


Vorchester,  HA  02114 


,  CC: 


,  Vorchester,  MA  02/25 


CC: 


Dorchester,  MA  02/24 


COMMONWEALTH  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 


SUFFOLK ,SS 


SUPERIOR  COURT 
DOCKET  NO .  3  ^  A  2  V- 


AND  |_ 


J  PLAINTIFFS 


VS. 


KEVIN  WHITE ,    DEFENDANT     y.  / 

-  •- 

COUNT  I. 


COMPLAINT 


1.      The  Plaintiff, [ 


]  resides  at 


2. 


   Street, 

Dorchester,  MA,  and  until  February  20,   1979  was  employed  by 
the  City  of  Boston  as  a  Crossing  Guard  for  the  Police 
Department,  and  as  a  census  taker  for  the.  City  of  Boston 
Election  Commission. 

On  or  about  February  8,  1979  the  Plaintiff  attended  a  politica 
gathering  at,  I  1  Street .  Dorchester.     The  political 

gather incr  which  the  Plaintiff  attended  was  held  at  the  home 


of  the  Plaintiff's 


The  purpose  of  this 


gathering  was  to  promote  the.  candidacy of  Joseph  Timilty,  a 
political  candidate  for  the  office  of  the  Mayor  of  Boston, 
running  against  the  Defendant. 

On  February  20,  1979  the  Defendant,  his  agents,  servants  or 
employees  without  justification  or  cause  maliciously  and* 
intending  to  injure  the  Plaintiff,  terminated  the  Plaintiff 
from  her  position  as  census  taker  with  the  City  of  Boston. 

By  reason  thereof,  the  Plaintiff  lost  the  benefit  of  her 
employment,   suffered,  embarassraent  and  humiliation  with  her 
fellow  employees  of  the  City  of  Boston,  and  was  otherwise 
greatly  damaged. 

tfherefor  the ^Plaintiff  demands  judgment  against  the.  Defendant  in 
the  sum  of  Fifty  Thousand  ($50,000.00)  Dollars,  attorneys  fees 
ana  costs. 


3. 


4. 


be 
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:ount  II. 


The  Plaintiff,| 

Dorchester,  MA,  and  until  February  20,  1979  'was  employed^y 


D  resides  at 


Street 


+.u-  ni-  4_„        _   '     -  ■-•-'X. j  wets  empxo 

the  City  of  Boston  as  a  Crossing  Guard  for  the  Police 
Department,  and  as  a  census  taker  for  the  city  of  Boston 
Election  Commission.         .  ' 

aather?ngUatTebrUarY  8r  XVJ  the  Plainti«  attended  a  political 
gathering  at  |  |  street,  Dorchester.     The  political 

g^Sgtlf^T|the  Plaintiff  »**»n<1ed  WaS  held        the  homf of 
gathering  was  to'  promote  the  candidacy^!  Sc^TimU^a 
political  candidate  for  the  office  of  Mayor  of  BosSn 
running  against  the  Defendant.        *  Y  %*jcl  f-l 


o  © 

3.  ^   On ^February  20,   1979,  the  Defendant,  his  agents,  servants 

v*   or "employees >  without  justification  or  cause,  maliciously  and 
intending  to  injure  the  Plaintiff,  terminated  the  Plaintiff 
from  her,  position  as  census  taker  with  the  City  of  Boston. 

4.  By  reason  therof,   the  Plaintiff  lost  the  benefit  of  her 
employment,   suffered  embarassement  and  humiliation  with  her 
fellow  employees  of  the  City  of  Boston,   and  was  otherwise 
greatly  damaged. 

Wherefor  the  Plaintiff  demands  judgment  against  the  Defendant 

in  the  sum  of  Fifty  Thousand   ($50,000.00)   Dollars,  attorneys  Jfees 

and  costs. 

COUNT  III. 


1.       The  Plaintiff,  |  |,  resides  at  | Street 


Dorchester,  MA,  and  until  February  20,   1979  was  employed  by 
the  City  of  Boston  as  a  Crossing  Guard  for  the  Police 
Department,  and  as  a  census  taker  for  the  City  of  Boston 
Election  Commission. 

2.  On  or  about  February  8,   1979  the  plaintiff  held  a  political 
gathering  at  her  home  at  I  I  Street,  Dorchester. 
The  purpose  of  the  gathering  was  to  help  and.  support  the 
political  candidacy  of  Joseph  Timilty  for  the  office  of 
Mayor  of  Boston. 

3.  On  February  20,  1979,  the  Defendant,  his*  agents,  servants  or 
employees,  without  justification  or  cause,  maliciously  and 
intending  to  injure  the  Plaintiff,  terminated  the  Plaintiff 
from  her  position  as  census  taker  with  the  City  of  Boston.' 


By  reason  thereof,   the  Plaintiff  lost  the  benefit  of  her 
employment,  suffered  embarassment  and  humiliation  with  her 
fellow  workers  and  friends  and  was  otherwise  greatly  damaged. 

Wherefore  the  Plaintiff  demands  judgment  against  the  Defendant 
in  the  sum  of  Fifty  Thousand   ($50,000.00)   Dollars  attorneys  fees 
and  costs. 


b6 
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By  Their  Attorney, 


Date:  October  31,  1979 
PLAINTIFFS  CLAIM  TRIAL  BY  JURY 


Mr,  Robert  B.  Collins 

United  States  Attorney  of  the 

Criminal  Division  of  the  United  States  CASE  76^fe^5^9'/ 

District  of  Massachusetts  IS  ALREADY  PENDING 

1107  John  W.  •  McCprmack  Building 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02109 


I  and 
J  Plaintiffs 


V. 

Joseph  Warren  Cooperative  Bank 

i     m*  i 

City  of  Boston  and  Mayor  Kevin  H.  White  *  £^ 

and 

Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  Attorney 
General  Francis  X.  Bellotti 
and 

Carol  S.  Greenwald,  Banking  Commissioner 
*   and  

and 

I  1  .         n    a     *  r 

and 

Governor  Edward  King  etal,  joined  as  a  party,  Defendants 


Dear  Mr.  Collins: 

This  is  a  criminal  action  of  complaint  invoked  and  presented  to 
the  United  States  Attorneys  pursuant  to  Title  28  USG,  Section-  T  „ 
547  duties  of  the  United  States  Attorneys  and  pursuant  to  Title' 
25  USC,  Section  305E  to  prosecute  and,  defend  both  civil  and 
criminal  proceedings  and  pursuant  to  Title  42  USC,  Section  1987 
prosecution  of  violation  of  certain  laws.     CA  No.  764519T  raises 
criminal  claims* 

Plaintiffs  alledges  against  all  Defendants  etal  grand  larceny, 
embezzlement  of  funds,  violations  of  Plaintiff s 1  civil  rights, 
constitutional  righs,  conspiracy  against  rights  of  citizens,** 
deprivation  of  rights  under  color  of  law  and  violations  of f Title 
18  USC,  Section  241,  Section  242,  Section  1001,  Section  287,,  and 
42  USC,  Section  1987  and  Section  1988,  and  others; 

The  Bank  Officials1  Etal  'has  admitted  taking  said  funds:  6ln  March 
2i{i,  1980  • 
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Plaintiffs  I  ~|  hereby  claim 


and  preserves  its  rights  to  trial  by  jury  guaranteed  to  the  Plaintiffs 
by  the.  Seventh  Amendment  and  further  claims  and  demands  its  rights 
to  trial  by  jury  .pursuant  to  Rule  38  and  39  of  the.  Federal  Rules  of 
Civil  Procedure . 

This  complaint  involves  wrongful  criminal  acts  known  as  grant 
larceny  and  embezzlement  and  evasion  of  Plaintiffs'  real  estate 
property  tax  in  the  amount  of  $1,722.36  or  $3,953.26  entrusted 
with  the  Defendant,  Joseph  Warren  Cooperative  bank  officials 

allegedly  committed  agains  the  Plaintiffs 


etal  by  the  Defendant's  bank  and  its  official  employees  on  or  about 
August  11,  1975,  which  has  violated  Plaintiffs  civil  fights  and  bb 


hlC 


constitutional  rights  including  violations  of  state  and  federal 
laws  for.  participating  in  an  unlawful  and-  wrongful  criminal  act. 
known  as  grand  larceny  and  embezzlement  of  funds  by  employing 
and  a 11 edged ly  committed  conspiracy  against  rights  of  citizens. 

j  *   l    "    *       J  "*      u  ~  —  -  *  * 

Deprivation  of"  rights  under  -color  of  law.,    FxaiidHor  .embezzlement 
of  funds  report.     False  fictitious  or  fradulent  claims.    .Stat.e-  . 
ment  or  entries  generally  ^tricks*  and  schemes  .and  loans  and 
investments  o'fr  real  ;estatfe  property  and^other  wrongful  acts. 

That  oh  or  about  May  8,  1975,  the  Defendant,  City  of  Boston 
and,  its  officials  acquired  a  tax  title  on  Plaintiffs1  property 
located  at  |  ^Street ,  Roxbury,  Massachusetts,  for  non- 


payment of  tax.     Oh  or  about  the  week  of  May  15;,  1975,  Plaintiffs 
appeared  in  person  at  the  Defendant,.  City  of  Boston  officials, 
office  and  notified  the  Defendants  that  Plaintiffs  had  -a  mortgage 
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with  the  Defendant,  Joseph  Warren  Cooperative  Bank,  and  that  the 
bank  was  responsible  for  paying  the  real  estate  tax  to  the  City 
of  Boston  which  was  or  had  been  taken  through  monthly  mortgage 
payments  to  the  bank. 

That  on  or  about  August  11,  1975,  the  Defendant  Joseph  Warren 

Cooperative  Bank  and  its  of  f icials  etal ,  |  |etal 

grand  larceny  and  embezzled  $3,953,26  or  $l-,722,36  from  Plaintiffs1 
real  estate  reserve  tax  account  and  paid  off  its,  the  Defendant's 


bank  own  mortgage  investment  loan  to  themselves  in  the  amount  of 

7  b7C 


$1,72  2.36  and  failed  tohave  paid  the  City  of  Boston  the  tax  money  bt) 


which  was  entrusted  with  the  Defendant  bank  officials  etal. 
Therefore,  this  actual  wrongful  act  alledgediy  committed  .against 
the  Plaintiffs  by  the  Defendant  bank  and  its  officials,  employees 
etal,  "I  has  violated  Plaintiffs1  civil  rights 


and  criminal  law  Title  18  USC,  Section  241  and  Section  242,  and 
Section  1001  and  Section  287,  and  the  MGL  "Chapter  167,  Section  11B 
and  Chapter  170,  Section  24E,  and  violations  of  Title  42  USC, 
Section  1981',  1982,  1985,  etc.,  Section  1983,  1986,  1987,  1988, 
and  2000A  etc.  ,■  by  employing  and  instituted*  against  the  Plaintiffs 
the  unlawful  actual  acts  of  conspiracy  against  rights  of  citizens 
the  Plaintiffs,  who  are  Black,  and  deprivation  of  rights  under 
color  of  law. 

All  Defendants  and  its  official  employees  etal  have  committed 
actual  wrongful  acts  of  racial  discrimination,  denial  of  equal 
rights  under  the  law,  violations,  of  property  rights  of  citizens, 
deprivation  of  rights,  neglected  to  prevent  the  unlawful  wrong, 
and  violation  of  proceeding  in  vindication  of  civil  rights. 


-  3  - 


The  jurisdiction  in  civil  and  criminal  matters  conferred  on  the 
District  Courts  by  the  provision  'of  -this  Chapter  1988  and  Title 
18  for  the  protection  of  .all  persons  in  the  United  States  in  their  * 
civil  rights  and  for  their  vindication,  shall  be  exercised  and 
enforced  in  conformity  with  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 

On  or  about  September  27,  1976,  Plaintiffs  filed  a  consumer 
compalint  against  the  Defendant  bank  etal,  with  the  Banking 
Commissioner  official  to  correct  'the  unlawful  x^rong  and  on  of 
about  December  21,  1976,  the  Defendant  Commonwealth  officials  etal 
failed  to  correct  the  unlawful  wrong  within-  their  power  and  upheld 
the  Defendant  bank  off icials 1  unlawful  wrong  'of  grand  larceny  and  /- 
embezzlement  and  tax  evasion  in  the  amount  of  $1 , 722 .  36  or 
$3,95  3% 26  from  Plaintiffs'  reserve  tax  escrow  -account  which  was  to 
be  paid  to  the.  City  of  Boston  entrusted  with  the  bank  officials  etal 
and  paid  off  its  own  mortgate  investment  loan  to'  themselves  in  the 
amount  of  $1,722.  36  which  was  outside  of  the  law. 

The  Defendant  City  of  Boston  officials  etal  and  the  Defendant 
Commonwealth  officials  etal  had  no  legal  grounds  to  have  acquired- 
a  tax  title  and  to  have  advertised  in  the  Herald  American  ^Newspapers 
a  tax  title,  foreclosure  against  Plaintiffs'  private  property  to 
the  public  before  and  without  a  notice  of  intent  to  advertise  to 
the  public  said  tax  title  foreclosure'  whereas  the  Defendant  City 
of  Boston  officials  had  contacted  the  Defendant  bank  officials  in 
May  of  197*5  involving  Plaintiffs  holding  a  mortgage  investment 
ioan  with  the  Defendant  bank  officials  and  that  the  Defendant  bank 
officials  were  responsible  for  any  unpaid  taxes  whereas  Plaintiffs 
had  paid  taxes  ^to  .the  Defendant" 'bank  officials  through  monthly 
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mortgage  payment  and  had  not  been  notified  by  the  bank  officials 
of  any  unpaid  tax  bill  was  duet     Therefore  all  of  the  Defendants 
and  its  officials1  etal  haci  jurisdictional  powers  tov  have  prevented 
arid  <tt>  have  corrected  the  unlawful  wrong- and  failed  to  do  so. 
Therefore,  *  all  Defendants  and  its  'officials ,*  employees  etal  acted 
under  color  of  law  and  violated  Plaintiffs'  civil  rights,  the 
nonpolitical  rights  of  a  citizen,  the  Plaintiffs1  rights  of 
personal  liberty  guaranteed  to  United  States  citizens  by  the 
Thirteenth  and  Fourteenth  Amendments  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  and  Acts  of  Congress.     All  Defendants  and  its 
officials,  employees,  etal  have  also  violated  Plaintiffs1  civil 
rights  and  constitutional  rights  guaranteed  by  the  First,  Fourth, 
Fifth-,  Ninth,  Thirteenth,  and  Fourteenth  Amendments  to  the 
Constitution* of  the  United  States. 

Governor  Edward  King  and  Mayor  Kevin  H.  White  and  the  Attorney 
General  Francis  X.  Beliotti  and  the  Commissioner  of  Banks, 


Carol  S.  Greenwal,  and  are  the  indespensible 

he 

parties  or  persons  involving  this  action.  b?c 

Plaintiffs  hereby  expressly  says  and  claims  that  a  law  suit 
has  been  filed  in  this  court  or  with  the  United  States  Attorneys 
asserting  claims  against  all  the  Defendants  officials,  employees 
etal  on  behalf  of  themselves  in  the  amount  of  two  million  dollars, 
$2,000,000,      arising  out  of  acts  known  as  grand  larceny  and 
fraud,  embezzlement  of  funds,  and  conspiracy  against  rights  of 
citizens,  the  Plaintiffs,  and  deprivation  of  rights  under  color 
of  law,  racial  discrimination,  and. violations  of  the  equal 
protection,  violations  of  property  rights  of  citizens,  failure 
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to  prevent  the  wrong,,  *  conspiracy ,  violations  of  .state  and 
t   federait ^violations  of  proceedings  in  vindication  of  civil 
rights,  violations  of  Plaintiffs'   civil  rights  and  due  process 
rights  and  constitutional  rights a guaranteed  to  the  Plaintiffs 
by  the  First,  Fourth,  Fifth,  Ninth,  Thirteenth,  and  Fourteenth 
Amendments  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  The 
Defendants  etal  have  also  violated  MGL  Chapter  167,  Section  11B, 
and  Chapter  170,  Section  24E  and  18  USC,  Section  241,  and  242, 
and  1001,  and  287  and  the  federal  civil  rights  acts  Title  42  USC, 
Section  1981,  1982',  1983,  1985,  etc.,  1986,  1987,  1988,  and  2000A. 
Plaintiffs  also  hereby  expressly  says  and  claims  that  all  of  the 
named  Defendants  etal  employed  and  used  wrongful  unlawful  actual 
acts  of  willful  misconduct,  malpractive,  malfeasance,  deception, 
defraud,  fraud,  deceit,  denial  of  due  process,  extration,  exposing 
Plaintiff s 1 ^private  affairs  and  private  business  and  embarrassment 
and  undue  burden  and  advertising  Plaintiffs'  private  property  to 
the  public  without  legal  rights  to  do  so;  and  without  consent 
and  without  paying  just  compensation  to  the  Plaintiffs  to  do  so. 
Also  including  ridiculing  Plaintiffs. 

Therefore,  Plaintiffs  am  seeking  recovery  for  in  the  amount 
of  two  million  ($2,000,000)  for  triple  the  amount  for  participating 
in  the  alledged  violations  hereby  claimed  herein  this  complaint 
against  the  named  Defendants  of  the  bank  and  the  City  of  Boston 
and  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  and  that  the  jurisdiction 
is  hereby  invoked  upon  the  United  States  District  Courts  in 
pursuant  to  Title  28  USC,  Section  1343,  Section  (1),   (2),   (3),  and 
■    (4),  and  Section  1331  federal  question. 
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and 


Roxbufy,  MA.  02119 


This  is  to  certify  that  I , [ 


and  that  I, 

]  do  hereby  giyen  notices  to  tfie  Court  and 


'to  tL 


all  Defendants  etal  involving  matter  by  filing  and  sending- 
a  copy  of  this  document  thereto  all  Defendants  this  Third 
day  of  April,  1980' by  regular  mail  or  by  hand  delivery. 


Roxbury,  MA.*  0;2119 


AX>t>nKSS  HKPI/T  TO 
UXITJBD  STATES  ATTORXKIT 
AND  IfKrEK  TO  INITIALS 
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UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEY 

1107  J.  W.  Mc  COW  MACK  POST  OFFICE  &  COURTHOUSE 
BOSTON",  MASSACHUSETTS  02109 

April  15,  1980 


Special  Agent  in  Charge 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 
Boston,  MA  02203 


Dear 


The  enclosed  correspondence  are,  being  forwarded 
to  your  office  for  appropriate  action* 

Very  truly  yours , 

EDWARD  P,  HARRINGTON 
United(/States  Attorney 


Assistant  U 


.  s.  a! 


torney 
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Enclosure 


SEARCHED 
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In  Reply,  Please  Refer  to 
File  No. 


0  <D 

UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 

Boston,  Massachusetts 
April  24,  1980 


MAYOR  KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 
Boston,  Massachusetts; 
GOVERNOR  EDWARD  KING 

ATTORNEY  GENERAL  FRANCIS  X.  BELLOTTI 
COMMISSIONER  CAROL  S.  GREENWALD 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts ; 


 [-VICTIM 

JVICTIM 


CIVIL  RIGHTS 


By  letter  dated  April  15,  1980,  the  Office  of 
Edward  F.  Harrington,  United  States  Attorney,-  Boston, 
Massachusetts,  furnished  the  following  document  received  by 
that  office  from  I  I 


b6 
b7C 


if 


Street,  Roxbury,  Massachusetts  02119: 


This  document  contains  neither  recommendations 
nor  conclusions  of  the  FBI.     It  is  the  property 
of  the  FBI  and  is  loaned  to  your  agency;  it  and 
its  contents  are  not  to  be  distributed  outside 
your  agency. 
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FD-365  (Rev.  6-28-78) 


TRANSMIT  VIA: 
Q  Teletype. 
Q  Facsimile 


o 


FBI 


PRECEDENCE: 
CD  Immediate 
□  Priority 
n  Routine 


CLASSIFICATION: 
Q  TOP  SECRET 
O SECRET 
□.CONFIDENTIAL 
□  UNCLAS  EFT  0 
Q  UNCLAS 

Date  4-24-80. 


To: 


Director,  FBI 


From:      SAC,      BOSTON  (44-NKff)' 


Subject:  ^Y0R  KEVIN  H-  miTE  m 
Boston/  Mass.;  / 

GOVERNOR  EDWARD  KING  ^ 


ATTENTION: 

CRIMINAL  INVESTIGATIVE  DIVISION 
£3  CIVIL  RIGHTS  SECTION 
□  DOMESTIC  SECURITY  AND 
/    TERRORISM  SECTION 
/□  PERSONAL  AND  PROPERTY 
/        CRIMES  SECTION 


ATTORNEY  GENERAL  FRANCIS  XT  BELLO© 
COMMISSIONER  CAROL  $/  GREENWALD^/ 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts ; 


CIVIL  RIGHTS  (C) 
(00:  BS) 


\-mcTiw 

> VICTIM 


Q.CR     □  EL     □  DIH  CDCRA-64 

□  PA     □ PE     □ PF  Oe 
Q  DAMV  Q  CAA 

Q  AP     □  IWFC     O  CWAA     Q  FI 

Q  EID     Q  Bomb  Threats 
Summary  of  Complaint: 


he 
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INDICES: 


O  See  Summary 


C^  Negative 
ACTION:  UAGB: 

No  further  action  being  taken  and 
R7I  LHM  enclosed  rg 
□  FD-376  (Enc,to  LHM) 
irBureau(Encs.4)    S  LHM  being  submitted 
-Boston  £3  Report  being  submitted 

{   I  Preliminary  investigation  instituted 
PSK*PO*b  *    ^        n  Limited  investigation  instituted 
(4)  *      tf£r  n  Investigation  continuing 


Approved: 


nsmitted 


John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 
Government  Center 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02203 

April  30,  1980  4 


Roxbury",  *MA..  IKi-Li* 


your  let 

dated  Ajoril  ]>,-  19-8Qr        ,  -  violations: 

"  *he'  infection  ^ 

-of  your  ^st^tipnal  ^^lUef^tment  of 
Civil  Rights  Division,  Unitea  ?^ 

^ashingtohr  D.  G.  .  -  „  w»  »t 

~     Anv  further  abtibn  taken'by  thif  df f ice  Will,  -be.  at 
Any  f-urt^r  acg  Division;.  ^.  .  - 

-the  instructions-  of  the.  Civil  uml. 

Very  truly  yours, 


44-2758 
FSKspo-lb 


JAMES,  J.  DUNN,  jfcs 
Special  .Agent  in  Charge 


by 


Supervisory  bfeuLhl 


ft 


$$$$ 
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REPLY  TO 
ATTN  OF: 


date:     February,  1982 


Bos 


subject:    WHITE,  Kevin ' 

Civil  Rights  Violation 


to:    P.B.I. ,  BOSTON,  ;MASS. 
FILE,  U.S.  Attorney 


^JNITED  STATES  GOVERNMENT 

memorandum 


223-6418  FTS 


REFERENCE  'NO 


Ihe  above -entitled  matter  has  been  prosecutively  declined 
by  this  Office.    Kindly  notify  all  parties  cn  your  notification 
list  and  inform  Bureau  headquarters  and'  D.O.  J.  Civil  Rights 
Section  Washington,  D.C.  if  necessary. 

A  thorough  review  of  this  matter  indicates1  that  it  lacks 
prosecutive  merit  and  vail  not  be  further  investigated  by  the 
United  States  Attorney's  Office,  and  we  have  closed  the  file. 


bo 
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*  KEVIN  WHITE,  Mayor  of  Boston 

I  Boston  Police  Dept. 


]  Victims 


****** 
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5010-112 
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TO:   SUPPORT  SERVICES  SUPERVISOR 

Date 
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Social  Security  Account  # 
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Birthplace 
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File  &  Serial  Number 


Remarks 
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Requested  by 


Squad 


Extension 


File  No. 
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John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 
Government  Center 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02203 

September  30,  1981 


General  Deliy,dry 
Denver,  Colorado  80202 


Dear 


This  is  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  recent 
letter  to  this  office. 

The  information  furnished  concerning  a  possible 
violation  of  your  civil  rights  has  been  forwarded  to  the  Civil 
Rights  Division,  U.S.  Department  of  Justice,  Washington,  D.C. 

Any  further  action  taken  will  be  at  the  instructions 
of  the  Civil  .Rights  Division. 

Very  truly  yours, 


bo 
b7C 


LAWRENCE  ^ARHATT 
Special^Cg^ftt  in  Charge 

Ma  


Supervisory  Special  Agent 


1*-  Addressee 
4/-  44A-2952 
FSK/dw|^| 


(2)  ^ 


SEARCHED 

SERIALIZE  -/l- 
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STATE  OF  COUOfiADO 

DIVISION  OF  EMPLOYMENT 
AND  TRAINING 

251  EAST  12TH  AVENUE/OENVER,  COLORADO  S02O3 
AREA  CODE3G3  TELEPHONE  666-6260 

REFEREE'S  DECISION 


i-O:  Denver  Central 
SS^dMAR  0  4  1982 
do  2610-82 

D£OSK>N  MArtCO 


DATE  OF  APPCAL 

A- 4 


2-5-82 


APPEAL 
BIGHTS 


WITHIN  FIFTEEN  DAYS  AFTER  THE  OATE  MAI  LEO,  ANYINTERESTEO  PARTY  (AS  DEFINED  BY  THE  COLORADO  EMPLOYMENT  SECURITY  ACT) 
MAY  SUBMIT  A  WRITTEN  APPEAL  FROM  THIS  DECISION  TO  THE  COLORADO  INDUSTRIAL  COMMISSION  EITHER  THROUGH  THE  NEAREST 
OFFICE  OF  THE  COLORADO  DIVISION  OF  EMPLOYM ENT,  OR  DIRECTLY  TO  THE  OiVlSlON  OF  EMPLOYMENT.  P.O.  BOX  8968.  DENVER,  COLO- 
RADO 60201-  PLEASE  SUSMlT  YOUR  APPEAL  IN  DUPLICATE-  


IMPORTANT:  IF  THIS  DECISION  REVERSES  A  PREVIOUS  AWAR0OF  BENEFITS.  YO0  MAY  BE  LIABLE  TOREPAYTHOSE  BENEFITS, 


^ECARDiNG  UN tMPLOYM t NT 
INSURANCE  CLAIM  OF 


(APPELLANT) 


N 

D 

JL 


INTERESTED  PARTY 

Division  of  Employment: 


TYPE  OF  CASE 

Disallowance 


APPEARANCES  : 


The  claimant  testified  on  hie  own  behalf-  This  hearing  was 
held  on  March  2,   1982  • 


FINDINGS  OF  FACT  AND  CONCLUSIONS :     The  claimant  appeals  a  determination  of 
the  Division  which  disallowed  his  claim  for  benefits  for  the  week  ending 
January  16,   1982,  because  of  late  "filing.     The  record  indicates  that  the 
claim  for  that  week  was  post  marked  January  28,  1982. 

The  claimant  testified  that  his  claim  was  late  because  he  was  late  in  re- 
ceiving the  previous  weeks  check  with  the  claim  form  attached.     It  was  the 
claimant's  understanding  that  he  was  to  wait  for  this  claim  form  rather 
than  file  the  yellow  form  B-3a  if  the  previous  weeks  check  was  not  received 
on  time.     The  claimant  further  testified  that  he  got  this  understanding  be 
from  an  employee  of  the  Job  Service  Center.     Finally,  he  testified  that  he  b7c 
had  never  received  the  pamphlet  that  delineates  his  responsibilities  and 
the  time  limits  for  filing  his  claims. 

Based  upon  the  claimant's  testimony,   the  referee  must  conclude  that  while 
the  claim  was  not  filed  in  a  timely  manner,    the  procedure  for  filing  was 
never  properly  explained  to  the  claimant.     Therefore,  he  cannot  be  respon- 
sible for  any  mistakes  in  filing  his  claim.     Based  upon  this  conclusion, 
it  is  determined  that  the  claimant  should  not  have  been  disallowed  for  the 
week  in  question. 

DECISION:  It  is  determined  that  Section  8-73-107  of  the  law  is  applicable 
to  this  case,  and  the  claimant  shall  be  allowed  his  claim  for  benefits  for 
the  week  ending  January  16,  1982. 

The  decision  of  the  deputy  is  reversed. 
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On  May  13,  1981  the  claimant:     requested  a  hearing  (Section  39.  Mass.  Employment  Security  Law) 

on  a  determination  of  the  Director's  representative  which  .^tessfced    certain  benefits.  The  hearing  was  held 
on         July  20,  1981  ^^^^  ^ 

At  the  hearing  in  Denver,  Co*  on  June  23,  1981  the  claimant  was  present.     The  meehanical 
recording  of  the  claimant* a  testimony  taken  at  the  hearing  and  the  written  record  wcr 
reviewed  in  B  so  ton  on  July  20,  1981.  „ —  ~ 

A  determination  which  denied  certain  benefits  to  the  claimant  under  Section  25(e) (2) 
of  the  law  was  mailed  to  the  claimant  on  November  4,  1980. 

The  claimant  reuqested  a  hearing  of  such  determination  on  November  21,  1980,  seven 
days  after  the  ten  day  appeal  period  provided  by  Section  39(b)  of  the  Law.  ~Said 
determination  found  the  claimant fs  reason  for  filing  the  mpp^mX  after  the  ten  day        ;.  - 
appeal  period  was  for  reasons  which  did  not  constitute  good  cause  within  the  meaning  b7c 
of  Section  39(b)  of  the  Law, 

The  claimant  gave  no  reason  for  the  delay  in  filing  his  late  appeal. 

From  the  record  and  evidence,  it  is  found  as  fact,  the  request  for  hearing  filed  on  „ 
November  21,  1980  was  not  filed  within  the  ten  day  time  limit  permitted  by  statute 
and  the  claimant 9 a  reason  for  filing  a  late  appeal  did  not  constitute    good  cause 
within  the  meaning  of  Section  39(b)  of _ the  law. 

The  determination  is  affirmed*     The  appeal  is  dismissed. 
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DIVISION  OF  EMPLOYMENT  SECURITY 


Date  of  Mai  ling 
, 7-27-81 

lbh  ,       *«r^r-*.        -ir-     •  r^r- 

^IHfo*DECT5g^^  Vptt  APkfcAL  m  LATErmATTTE^  bAVsT^  datb 

THIS  DECISION  WAS  MAILED  TO  YOU,  Your  appeal,  in  the  form  of  a  signed  letter,  may  be  mailed  directly  to  the^ 
c3oard  of  Review.  Charles  F«  Hurley  Building,  Government  Center.  Boston,  MA  02114,  or  may  be  filed  in  person, 
using  the  form  provided,  in  the  office  Where  this  claim  was  filed,  or  in  any  office  of  this  Division.  Give  your  Office 
Number  and  your  Social  Security  Account  Number  on  your  appeal. 

NOTE:   APPEALS* FILED  BY  MAIL  WILL  BE  CONSIDERED  TO  HAVE  BEEN  FILED  ON  THE  DATE  OF  THE 
POSTMARK.     .  4 

TO  CLAIMANT:   IF  YOU  APPEAL.  YOU  SHOULD  CONTINUE  TO  REPORT  TO  THE  OFFICE  IN  VWICH  YOUR 

CLAIM  IS  FILEO  EACH  WEEK  IN  WHICH  YOU  ARE  UNEMPLOYED.  IN  ORDER  TO  PROTECT  YOUR  RIGHTS  TO 

BENEFITS.*  -  ^ 

(OVER)  "  "  / '  '" 

Employing  Unit  - "  * 

Fom3714-B  (Healings  OepU  § 


•partial  wnemployment'".  art  individual  shall  be 
,  rv»»"tial  unemployment  tf  in  any  week  Ol  less  than 
kly  r.cnedute  of  work  lie  has  earned  of  has  received 
rfVrnoMeration  in  an -amount   vshicn  is  Jess  trian  h»s 

:  ?.%:*.  to  which  he  woo  id  be  entitled  if'  totally  un-  *" 
ernployo5  during  said  week;  provided,  however,  thai  certain 
eammo.N  -i>  specd*ed  in  paragraph  (b)  ol  Section  shall,  be 
disre g ed.  r<x  the  purpose  ot  this  subsection,  any  loss  ol 
ot  rerTK*r*e*-*tior*  incurred  by  an  individual  during  said  week  re- 
sulting ar>  cause  other  than  failure  pt  his  employer  to 
furnish  lu  P  »»rrK-  weekly  schedule  of  work  shall  be"  considered 
as  wages  .v-d  ir.e  director  may  prescribe  the  manner  in  which 
the  tot  at  **neuni  of  Such  wages  thus  lost  sftal*  be  determined. 

Section  1  -\0  (2$  "'Total  unemployment" " .  an  individual  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  »n  total  unemployment  in  any  week  in  which -he 
performs  no  waqr.-  earning  services  whatever,  and  for  which  he 
receives  no  fem^neratton,  and  in  which,  though  capable  ot  and 
~&<*ailat>J*-t™~*~ttH„fr^  t  3b!e  wori<WM  _ 

An  ioOiviCmai  vs  »o  »a  r>ot  entitled  to  vacation  pay*  from.^  is~crn- 
pioyer  S^aM  be  deemed  to  be  in  total  unemptoynient  during  the 
entire  period  ot  general  closing  of  his  employer's  place  of  busi- 
ness for  vacation  purposes,  notwithstanding,  his  prior  assent, 
direct  or  inoi'ecf .  to  the  establishment  of  such  vacation  period  by 
h«s  employer. 

Section  t  ft;  (3)  For  the  purpose  ot  this  subsection,  "•Remuner- 
ation.*", any  consideration,  whether  paid  directly  or  indirectly, 
including  sa'vtps,  commissions  and  bonuses,  and  reasonable 
cash,  value  o*  twwd.  rent,  housing,  lodging,  payment  in  kind  and 
a U  paym%rs\«:  ir>  *»ny  medium  other  than. cash,  received  by  an 
individual  <*}  ?rorn  his  employing  unit  for  services  rendered  to 

.  such  employing  unit.  (2)  as  "net  earnings  from  self -employment 
and  <3)  as  pavment  in  lieu  of  dismissal  notice,  or  as  payment 
for  vacation  ptfowance  during 'a  period  of  regular  employment. 
F  or  the  purpose  of  this  subsection,  the  word  "* Remuneration** 
snail  not  Include  lips  paid  in  any  medium  other  than  cash  but 
snail  include  cash  tips  received  by  an  employee  In  the  course 
of  his  employment  by  an  employer.  Remuneration  shall  be 
deemed  to  rave  been  received  in  such  week  or  weeks  in  which 
it  was  earned  c*  for  such  week  or  weeks,  including  any  fractions 
thereof,  to  wmch  it  can  reasonably  be  considered  to  apply,  tf 

-the  length  c?  tne  period  to  which  the  remuneration  applies  Is  not 
clearly  mer^ilied.  such  period  shall  be  determined  by  dividing 
such  remuneration  by  the  amount  of  the  individual's  average 
weekly  wWge- 

SecV*m  *«.    An  Individvs?!,  in, order  to  he  eftqiblo  lor  benefits 
under  ins  Chapter  shall—  "  ""*r~ 


(b)  ^e  capable  ot  and  available  for  work  and  unable  to  ob- 
tain work  in  his  usual  c<$cvpattori  or  any  other  occupation  for 
which  he  rewsonnbly  fitted;—^—. 

Section  26.  No  waiting  period  shall  be  allowed  and  no  benefits 
shall  be  paid  to  an  individual  under  this  chapter  for— 

<a)  Any  week  in  which  he  fails  without  good  cause  to  comply 

with  the  registration  and  filing  requirements  of  the  director.  

Any  failure  knovvtngly  to  furnish  accurate  information  concerning 
any  material  fact,  including  amounts  of  remuneration  received* 
as  provided  in  subsection  (c)  of  section  twenty-four,  may.  at  the 
discretion  ot  director  disqualify  the  individual  furnishing 

such  inaccurate  »n1ormation  from  serving  a  waiting  period  or  re* 
ceivi ng  any  benefits  for  not  more  than  ten  otherwise  compensable 
weeks  subsequent  to  the  time  of  furnishing  such  Inaccurate  in- 
formation or  o?  the  discovery  that  such  inaccurate  information 
was.so  furnished. 

<C)  Any  week  in  which  an  otherwise  eligible  individual  fails 
without  qooo  cause,  to  apply  for  suitable  errployment  whenever 
notified  so  to  do  by  the  employment  office,  or  to  accept  suitable 
employment  whenever  offered  to  htm.  and  for  the  next  seven  con* 
secutive  weeks  in  addition  to  the  waiting  period  provided  in 
section  mcn'^^three.  and  the  duration  of,  benefits  for  unemploy- 
men;  lo  whics  I^-er«Tployee  would  otherwise  have  been  entitled 
may  thereupon  Ittfrteduced  for  as  many  weeks,  not  exceeding 
eight,  as  ?ne  director  shall  "determine  from  tne  circumstances 
of  each  c/vse.  -  —  - — - 

■""Suitable  enjoyment,"  as  used  *n  this  subsection,  shall  be 
delemif;*^  by  jrse  director,  who  shall  take  *rio  consideration 
wnethet  irv-  «^aoymeot  is  detrimental  to  the  health,  safety  or 
morals  o"  ^  ^iMioyee,  Is  one  tor  which  he  is  reasonably  fitted 
b/   fr.«  n-ru,  experience,  including  employment  not  subject 

to  tins  c*vi«  !e%  is  one  which  is  located  within  reasonable  dis- 
tance ot  nfs,  'csidence  or  place  ot  last  emotoyment.  and  is  one 
whirr*  cc**«i  no>t  involve  travel  expenses  substantially  greater 
I  nan  "ha"  seemed  «n  his  former  work. 

No  vv c be  deemed  suitable,  and  benefits  shall  not  be 
denied  *.ndef  ;*i*s  chapter*  to  aay  jotnerwise  eligible  individual 
lor  retvs***c  to  accept  new  work  under  any  of  the  following  corv- 
dilion-b;—  " 


(i|  It  the  position  c'fereo  is  vacant  due  directly  to  a  vtxtke. 
lockout  or  otner  labor  dispute; 

(2)  If  iho  r.^-*.,j>?f.von,  hours  Or  other  cc*xJ*!ions  of  the 
work  otlered  are  Sut^iantia'I/  -les?»  favorable  to  S*.e  «ndividuat 
than  those  prevailing  for  similar  work  in  the  locality; 

(3)  li,  accei,la*x;c  cl  su;t>  work  would  require  l^e  individual 
to  join  a  compar.v  vnwo  of  wo'ild  abridge  or  limit  his  ngnt  to 
join  or  retain  ir^rdrtship  i«\  any  bona  fide  labor  organisation 
or  association  of  workmen. 


J 

t  industrial  ref ram*/, 
n*.  provided  uiidey  ; 
by  reason  ot  lhe\_ 


An  individi/al  wtio  in.  cetlihvd  as  attending  an  i 
ing  course  l+  other  voCV-ional  training  course 
section  thirty  shall  ttot  ^e  denied  benefits 
"    5 pj^Tt CTi* r on^o » tv»o ^ *t - -t— •  xA  this  sut^ict ion  relating  t*^:_^ 
failure  to  uppty  for.  or  ref**0-«*  lo  accept,  stiliablejwork. 

\* 

(e)  For  tlic  period  ct  tin<»«^>loyment  next  ensuing  an<j  unlil 
the  individual  has.  had  at  feast  four,  weeks  ot  work  arid  in  each 
of  said  weeks  has  earr*vd  ac  a-nounl  equivalent  to  or  in  excess 
of  his  weekly  betv^tit  a:nourC  alter  he  has  lelt  his  wck  (1) 
voluntarily  without  good  cau*w»  attributable  to  the  employing  unit 
or  Its  agent  (2)  by  discharge  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
director  to  be  atf r^jV*:^  solely  lo  delit>eraie^misconduct  in 
wilful  disregard  ol  the  employing  unit's  •nte'est  or  (3)  because 
ot  conviction  ot  a  telony  or  misoemeanor. 

No  disqualification  shall  bo  imposed  if  such  individual  estab* 
lishes  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  director  that  he  lelt  his  employ- 
ment in  good  faith  to  accept  new  employment  on  a  permanent 
full-time  basis,  and  lhat  he  became  separated  from  such  new 
employment  tor  good  cause  attributable  to  Ihe  new  employing 
unit.  An  individual  shall  not  be  disqualified  under  the  pro* 
visions  ot  this  subsection  from  receiving  benefits  by  reason  ot 
leaving  his  work  under  the  .terms  of  a  pension  or,  retirement 
program  requiring  retirement  from  the  employment  r^withstanOino 
his  prior  assent,  direct  c*  indirect.- tc  the  establishment  ot  such 
program.  An  individual  shall  not  be  disqualified' from  receiving 
benefits  umde^  the  provisions  of  this  subsection,  if  such  indivto* 
ual  establishes  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  director  that  1ns  reasons 
tor  leaving  were  for  such  an  urgent,  compel ing  and  necessitous 
nature  as  to  make  his  separation  involuntary. 

|f)  Fo*  the  ^duration  ot  any  period,  but  in  no  case  more  th£*n 
ten  weeks,  for  which  ne  lias  been  suspended  from  his  work  by 
his  employing  unit  as  discipline  for  violation  ot  established  roVss 
or  regulations  of  the  employing  unit. 

Section  29-  (a)  An  individual  in  total  unemployment  and  otherwise 
eligible    for  benefits*.....  

shall  be  paid  for-  each  week  of  unemployment  an  amount........... " 

(b)  An  individual  in  partial  unemployment  and  otherwise 
eligible  for  benefits  shall  be  paid  the  difference  between  hi» 
r  aggregate  remuneration  with  respect  to  each  week  of  parti.*! 
unemployment  arid  "the  weekly  benefit  rale  to  which  ho  wou'd 
have  been  entitled  if  totally  unemployed;  provided.-  howeve-, 
that  earnings  up  to  forty  percent  of  his  weekly  benefit  rate  shall 
be  disregarded.  In  no  cas<?  shall  the  amount  of  earnings  so  dis- 
regarded exceed  thirty  dollars  or  be  less  than  ten  dollars.  Such 
partial  benefit  amount  shall  be  raised  to  the  next  highest  dollar 
if  it  includes  a  fractional  part  of  a  dollar. 

Section  30......  If  in  the  opinion  of  the  director,  it  is  necessary 

lor  an  unemployed  individual  to  obtain  further  industrial  or  voca- 
tional training  to  realize  employment,  the  total,  benefits  which 
such  individual  may  receive  shall  be  extended  by  eighteen  times 
his"  benefit  rate,  ifsuch  individual  Is  attending  an  industrial  or 
vocational  retraining  course  approved  by  Ihe  director,  provided, 
that  such  additional  bene? its  s^all  be  paid  to  the  individual  only 
when;~at!ending  such  cotirse;  and  provided  further,  that  any  bero- 
f ils^paid  to  hn  individual  under  trje  provisions  of  t**!s  ps*ag'a^Cr^ 
wh»ch  would  not  be  c"orge^b»e  to  the  account  ot  any  particular 
emoloycr  ucder  theprcvisip.is.  ot  section  fourteen  shall,  be  charged 
to  the  solvency  account. 

Section  39  (M  A«y  interested' party  notified  of  a  determination 
may  request  a  hearing  wirhtn  ten  days  alter  delivery  m  hand  by 
the  director's authooro^:  representative,  or  mailing  ot  said  notice, 
unless  It  is  deterrm^ied  in  .^cconiance  with  procedures  prescribed 
by  the  director  that  tne  party  had  good  cause"  lor  tailing  to  request 
a  hearing*  within  suc?>  ".imo.  In  no  event  shall  good  cause  be 
Considered  ■*  the;  party  tads  to  request  a  hoannq  withm  thirty 
days  alter  such  delivery  or  mailing  of  said  notice.  Jt  a  r*eaur»q 
is  so  rc-cucsted.  the  dtrecicr.  or  his  authorised  repr'i«»on!alive, 
"except  when  Ihe  .'dlernative  provided  in  subs«:ctior»  fdi  •'->  in- 
voked, shall  afford  all  >rt*rrested  parlies  a  "reasonable  opnortum* 
ly  for  a  fair  h*»af«n3  befce  an  »mpartial  nearjng  officer  desionaird 
by  the  dtreClor.......  
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CODE 


THE  COLORADO  EMPLOYMENT  SECURITY  ACT  STATES: 

THEflE  SHAU  EC  0£OOCItO  fflOW  THE  W££KLY  BtNtf  IT  AMOUNT  ^H^T  PARJ  OF  WAGES  PAYABLt  SUCH  INOlVtOWLWjtM  ft£SF£CT 
TO  SUCH  WEEK  WHICH  IS  IH  tXCESS  OF  55%  Of  f«S  Wf  £KlY  BENEFIT  AMOOW,  AND  THE  WEEKLY  BENEf  IT  AM(WHT  MSOqiNGSHALl  8E 
COMPUTE  DTOW  WHIM MDLTlfLE  OF  ONE DOLLAR.* 

10ES"  MEANS  Alt  REMUNERATION  FOR  PERSONAL  SERIES,  INCLUDING  THE  CASH  VALUE  Of  All  REMUNERATION  PAlO  IN  ANY  MED- 
I LW  OTH  E  Ft  THAW  CASH." 

NOTICE  OF  DETERMINATION  OEOUCTIO?J  OF  EARNINGS  FR&M  CLAIMANT'S  WEEKLY  BENEFIT  AAIOUNT 
THISMONLYNOtlCEOWATlONOfOEOU^^^^ 

YOU  MAY  APPEAL  FROM  P  COMPUTATION  OF  Of  OUCTlON  OUt  TO  WAGES  EARNED  WlTHlH  f  IfTJM  |I5|  OAYS  FROM  THE  ABOVE  DATE 

THISDEIERMINATION  WAS  DELIVERED  TO  YOUOR  MAILED  TO  YOUR  LAST  MN  ADDRESS.  . 

YOU  MAY  AfflAl  fROM  ANY  SUMEW  WltfATlON  MADE  DURING.  THIS  CURRENT  BENEfll  YEAR  DUE  TO  WAGES  EARNED  WITHIN 

f  tm£N  (151  DAYS  FROM  THE  OAYC  SUCHftEOVCCOMYMC^  (CHCCO  WASMAlLEDTO  YOUfttAST  KNOWM  AOOfi£$S. 

AN  APPtAl  MAY  BE  MADE  THROUGH  THE  LOCAL  Of  f  ICE  IN  W}HCH  YOUR  CLAIM  HAS6EEN  f  MOOR  BY  LETTER  TOM  OIVIpSTATlNG 

IN  DETAIL  THE  VALID  REASONlSl  FOR  SUCH  APPEAL,  YOUR  NAME  ANDSOClALSECURlTY  N MR  ANDM  WEEK-ENDING  DATE  ANDNUM- 

MROHHECMINVOIVED.'  ; 
1  i  i 


Indices  Search  Slip 

FD-160  (Rev.  2-20-80) 


• 

TO:  SUPPORT  SERVICES  SUPERVISOR 

Dot©                               m  m 

Subject 

Social  Security  Account  # 

Aliases 


A<Jdres« 


Birth  Date 


Birthplace 


Race 


Sex 

a  Male 
□  Female 


L  !  Exact  Spelling                             I        1  Main  Criminal  Case  Files  Only                 1        {Restrict  to  Locality  of 

L_  Jau  References                             1        1  Criminal  R e f erence sOaly  — 

{Mam  Subversive  Case  Files  Only   I  J  Main  Subversive  (If  no  Main,  list  all  Subversive  References) 

1        1 Subversive  References  Only.          1        (Main  Criminal  (If  no  Main,  list  all  Criminal  References) 

F^J-3  &  Serial  Number 

^  -  Remarks 

Requested  by 

S<iuad  Extension 

File  No.  * 

b6 
b7C 


Searched  by 


Consolidated  by 


Reviewed  by 


(date) 


(date) 


File  Review  Symbols 


(date) 


I  *  Identical 
N*  -  Not  Identical 


?  -  Not  Identifiable 

U  -  Unavailable  reference 


NSj  tax  *n  each  item,  oateano 


INSTRUCTIONS!  TAX  *N  EACH  ITEM,  OaTe  ANO  MA:i  (OR  t&tVER)  Wffti'N  7  DAYS  AFTER 
WEEK  ENCING  DAT!  tO  NOT  COMPLETE  BEFORE  THE  WEEK  ENOiNG  DATE,  PLEASE  MINT 


2.  J 


:$Y  CLAIM  S£K£fftS  fOR  THE  WEEK 
fNO*<G  SATURDAY    022082  (20-35) 


3  WERE  YOU  AVAHABIE  TO  WOXK  TH&  WEEK? 

4  WERE  YCU  PHYStCAUY  ABU  JO  WORK  jKt$  WEEK? 
(iT  NO  tO  3  OS  4  ASQVt.  EXP1AJN  !N  -REMARKS) 

5. TO  YOU  REEUSE  ANY  X»3  Of  EERS  TH&  WEEK? 
YESTO-5  A80VI.  tXHA*N  IN  HMAJtXS) 

6  DURING  THi$  WEEK,  0,0  YOU  RECEIVE 
VACATION  OR  SEVERANCE  f*AY? 

IF  YES,  THE  AMOUNT  S   fPi 


SfYES 

S3ye$ 
Oyes 


aw 

g)NO 


□  YES  gjNO 


If  YOUR  ADDRESS  CHANGED  PR  NT  COmCTJON  MtOW 
I  I 


~ DTI" 

'DENVE* 


to 


7,  DD  YOU,  TK3  WEEK,  ATTEND  SCHOa  DURING  _ 
"THE  HOURS  YOU  NORMAUY  AWK?  Q  YES  ftf  NO 

{#YlST07A8CVt,  ENTEftNAWtOf 
5CH001  AM>  DAYS  AND  +CU£$  ATTf  NDEO  ?N  £EMARK$ , 

$,  CO  YOU  OO  VOLUNTEER  WQCK  WRrNG  *  _ 

THIS  WEEK?  Q tXNO 

*FYE$,  WVePfOf  HOURS 


OX>  YOU  WOR<  OUSfcNG  THIS  WEEK? 
A  IsiUM&il  €*  HOURS  >^ 


,  □YESjg'NO 


*  AMOUNT  EARNED.  StfORf  tt£UCTW$ 
f  VEN    W1  V£T  *A*D 

C  ENTER  NAME  ANO  ADDRESS  OP  EMPLOYER 
YOU  WORKED  K»  TH?5  WEE*  *N  &EAAARK$ 


00  NOT  WRITE  BaOW  TKJSUNE              >             00  NOT  WRITE  &HOwtoBH!Fn£                          DONOT  VMcRE  BELOW  THIS  IM 

fOSM  B-'j 
*£V  1141 

a  *orm» 

DATE  Of  S- 405 

CAT?  RECSiVEO  OR  RESORTEO 

TNTtRVSEWm  IN*TiAW  ( 

b6 
b7C 


Each  Item  on  the  front  and  back  of  this  form  must  be  completed 


9  If  you  foofced  tor  ^rk  this  week,     contacts  ma^pf'^ctiofi 


•DM 


Name  and  Addr&ssitf  P&cfc  frr  Unteri  C<mtact6d 


ftesutts 


1  certify  Jthat  ifiasweSfcwts  I  have  m&teSre  tru^^comptete,  and  $or  rt&t  to  .the  fefe$t ot  my  knowledge  and  Deiret.  i  AM  AWAKt  , 
THATTHEBg  ARE  PENALTIES  FOR  FALS^STATEMENTS,  WlUtfUt  MtSa]EPae$eCrATiON,  AND  fAILUBETO  ©$Ct0$£ 


COLORADO  OJVlSWN  OF.EM  PLOYMENT  AMD  TRAINING 


i  1 1 urn  vi] 


ft  !f  YOU  ICOKED  F0»  WORK  lHi>  ^WFitST  CONTACTS  MADE  Og  ACTION  TAKEN,  jf  NOT, 


1  VCVA-^iTUUlCJL/, 

m  *N  REMARKS. 


DATE 


NAME  AM)  ADDRESS  OF  RACE  OS  UN  ON  CONTACTED 


sy^t  ***** 


SEMARKS  <2&!<2JZL 


,HOW  CONTACTED 


JESUITS 


-ST 


\  CERTIFY  THAT  THE  STATEMENTS  I  HAVE  MADE  ARE  TRUE,  COMPUTE,  AND  CORRECT  TO  THE  BEST  OF  MY  ttXWUEOGE  AND  Mi 
1  AM  AWARE  THAT  THEtt  At£  ffNAlTICS  #OX  FALSE  STATEMENTS,  W1UFUI  MiS&EPCESENTATtON ,  AHD  FA&U*£  TO  DISCLOSE 
INFORMATION  IN  0*D£t  TO  OBTAIN  *ENf  FITS, 


S'tGN  YOUR 
NAME  HERE 


DATE 
SIGNED 


fCRCOUStONlV 


COLORADO  DIVISION  OF  EMPLOYMENT  AND  TRAINING 


JSC  No. 

lor  Benefits 

1  tjSoc*!  Seeurrty  No.ilM$5 

INSTRUCTIONS;  fill  in  eactt  ton,      end  mail  (or  xtefiyetf  w?thta*7*teys  after  week 
en&ng  dafcU)o  not  compJetefcefcff  jh*  wttk.endtog  <5*t<>/Pt€ASe  PR  WT. 

2 1  beceoy  ctem  benefits  fotf      i  ^  i  °* 
:weeXeM^  on  Saturday  ^ 

Yf 

5>« 

^VV^re^ophys^ceny^tov^tT^wwK?  #Ye$  QNo 
<tf  no  to  3  or  4  efcove,  expfem  in  Ftema/fc*) 

5.  Did  you  retuse  any  fob  offer*  week?  £j  y*$  fe&o 
(tfjres  to  $  above,  expfetMJn  Remarks)  • 

6,  Dufh^thi$v^k^kjyoyTeceive>^loh  '  ,  M  , 
oreevertncepay?  W  <  tJYea&No 
If  yes.tha&moifftt&„  r  -  g'^  jff,  , 

7tf>id,you,  thtsweek.  iaen4  fohoorciurJng  4  s 

the  tours  yoy  rwr^Tywort?            ,  t)Yfe$ 

Wjre$to7^ve,„wwf»etneof«t^  {■ 
and  jJay*  end  noyrs  attended  to  Fteru*fcs)  * 


Wyes,  Hour* 


Ke^4^*^cfre$sof  ^ 
♦mpteyer>w  worked  > 
tortus  week  ) 


.  wrnur^  raro  


^4 


s»te 


z*p,gode 


*****  "  ^ 

A(5ctres$  "h- 


Do  not  writer 

30Wtrir$lins!  * 

1>0  W  w0te  below  tti?n  6w  ' 

,  Dofw^wrt^ebetowthi^lJne 

QReoperted 

Pate  B*c*rfwJ  or  Report^ 

I  CERWY  THAI  TH£  STATEMENTS  (  HAVE  MADE  ARE  TO,  COMWE,  AND  CORRCCT 10  THE  MSI  Of  MY  KNOWLEDGE  AND  SEUEf, 
I  AM  AWARE  THAT  THERE  ARE  KNAITUJ  FOR  FALSE  STATEMENTS,  WILlFUl  MISREPRESENTATION,  AND  FAIIUR!  TO  DISCIOSE 
INFORMATION  IN  ORDER  TO  OBTAIN  BENEFITS. 


SIGN  YOUR 
NAME  HERE 


DATE 

SIGNED,,?, 


fORCOWW 


COLORADO  DIVISION  OF  EMPLOYMENT  AND  TRAINING  4  \ 


WARRAN1NUM6W' 


cominoio 

ciaim 
gamma. 


I.SQCIAISKU*UYN0.(».I9) 


INS! SUCTIONS:  »Ht IN IACH lltW, OATE  ANO MAH (OR DttiVlR)  WITHIN?  DAYS  AfTtR 
W(fX  tNDlNG  DAU.  DO  NOT  COMPltlf  MfOK  M  WOK  INOIMO  DAU-PU  AS£  PRINT 


2. 1  HlfttBY  OAIM  WNtfjTS  f  OR  M  WttK 
(noinG  SATURDAY  q;q^; 


3.  WMYOOAVAHAMf  lOWORK^lSWtW 

I  WfRt  Y<W  PHtStCAllV  A81I TOVVORK  THtt  WHKt 
|*NOIOJO»4A60Vl.tXHAINlNJ!WAIilt$) 

5.  OlDYOUttWSf  AW#80fftR$WlSWttK? 
(tfmiOJAKM,lxnAWlKWMARK$) 

6.  DURING  THIS  WttK,  OlD  YOU  RCCttVE 
VACATION  OR  SJVtRANCt  PAY?  ' 

II  YtS,  M  AMOUNT  t  0 


0$ 


NO 


tfVOO6A0WJ$;HAiCHAN0(O,f8lN1CCft«CTlONiMlOW 


to:  fa 


DK)  YOU,  THIS  W«K,  ATItNO  SCMOOt  OURING 

IMt  HOURS  YOU  NCRMAUY  WORK?        [JYtS  J$  NO 

(»YtSrO;AKM.(N!l«NAM*C 

SCHQQt  ANO  OAYS  ANO  HOUtt  ATttNWGlN  *WA«i. 

DID  YOU  DO  VOtUNTKR  WORK  DURING  >v/ 
TMISW  QYtS^NO 

If  Yt$.  NWMS  Of  HOUtt   


DID  YOU  WORK  DURING  THIS  W 
a.nommrw'mourj  ™ 


Qyts^NO 


».  AMOUNT  (AW.  MKW  WWCtlOM 
CVff^V  f4QtYtlfAO  S_ 

t  tNH*  NAM  AM)  ACOWSS  Of  t/WOYtS 
YCOWOMOfCmWtlCINMMAM 


(26-30) 


WW  WOW  MS 

fOGMB4 
«V  1M» 

HKCTlVtOATf 

OATtRtaiVfOOft^POftTtO 

4 


I 


4~ 


Boston,  Massachusetts 
May  27,  1982 


P.O.  Box  8688 
Denver,  CO 


Dear 


This  is  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  recent  letter  to  this  office 
enclosing  copies  of  several  documents  relativie  to  an  unemployment  compensation 
claim  filed  by  you  in  the  state  of  Colorado. 

A  review  of  your  letter  and  its  enclosures  failed  to  reflect  a  violation 
of  Federal  Statutes  which  would  come  under  the  investigative  jurisdiction  of  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation;  therefore,  no  action  is  being  taken. 

Very  truly  yours,  1 


LAWRENCE  SARHATT 
cSpecial  Agent  in  Charge 

By:  IaISli  


Supervisory  Special  Agent 


bo 
b7 


1 -Addressee 
/PBoston  (44C-2952) 
M=SH/«ad 
(2)  I 


.1 
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oolky  txkibit*  Inventory^  PraArttfAeqwired  0$  Evidence 

JFM» '(Rev  *  ^ 


Title      Character  of  Case 


Date  "Property  Acquired 

$owrr  Frnm  WTnrh  Prnnrrfv  Armiirrrt  , 

Location  of  Property  ©* 'Bulky  Exhibit 

1WkV  l/Wr* 

Reason  (or  JEtctcatiw'Of  Properly  an4  Efforts  Made  to'pisposc  of  Same 

peset  iption  of  Pioperty  «  Exhibit  and  Identity  of  Agent  Submitting  Same 


SEMIANNUAL  INVENTORY  CERTIFICATION  TO  JUSTIFY  RETENTION  OF  PROPERTY  (Initial  and  Date) 


Field  Fi  •# 


 FEB  1 8ffj 


111 


.:',r 


i 


1 11  ' 


a-  ■ 


1" 


»b6  - 

b7C 


FT>-340  REV.  <6-24-65) 


File  No. 


4  ^  - 


Date  Received     tZ-z^O-V^?  J 


(NAN4 E  OP  CONTRIBUTOR) 


~  (ADDRESS  OF  CONTRIBUTOR) 


(OTY  AND  STATE) 


Receipt  Given  |       |  Yes 


Description  x 


*       Stye  (Bimtmmuujmltl?  of  ifflammdimirttii 

Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth 
ABSTRACT  OF  ARTICLES  OF  ORGANIZATION 

Name  of  Corporation  .|^M.N3?S=^  ^^^^\J^£<  /^^.U^S^R*^  QsSfc 

Location       A^lOO,ii,,^>j&fSy^  \s?>^^N^«S5^ 
bate  of  Incorporation  ,  Si  J  J If) ).,, 

President  £W\^„. ,.^.£\\£^SMSfc„..  VSTA.^^VY^X  S.T,7  \A^CTS=*^t  C^M. 

treasurer  ,,STSi^X,...rS^\*\V^^^ 

Clerk   <2?CsSTCK* 

Directors    ~^^„^i^^,^   $UCV)  S  . 

The  total  capital  stock  v  to  be 'authorized  is  as  follows: 
*    ^\         Witnout  Par  Value 


Class  of  Stock 


With  Par  Value 


Preferred 


Common 


i    No- of  Share? V: 


' p  *No;  of  Shares 


Par 
Value 


Amt. 


The  amount  of  capital  stock  now  to  be  issued  is^as  follows; 


Number  of  Shares 


Class: of  Stock 

Without  Par  Value 

With  Par  Value 

Preferred 

Common 

i 

f 

U%  (BommmtutwiUli  of  HaBnarI|iwrttfl 

■a 

Secretary  of  tie  Commonwealth 

ABSTRACT  OF  CERTIFICATE  OF  CONDITION 

Name  of  Corporation.  ,Sfc!fcWim^  QtMMS  

Kind  of  Business  S£CU£\T.NC  ^.M^i  „...  

location,  £..&AS&^  

Incorporated  under  the  laws  of   „  

When  Certificate  was  filed  ^\\^\^.c  '.  

Date  of  Annual  Meeting  „  „  ,  „.„,„, 

Authorized  and  issued  capital  stock  of  each  class  on  date  fixed  in  by-laws  for  annual  meeting:-- 


CLASSES  OF  STOCK 

•Tar  Value 
IVr  Mare 

.TOTAL  AUTHORIZED 
By  Otaaiaatioo  or  Ameadawats  f 

TOTAL  ISSUED  AND 
OUTSTANDING 
(laclodia*  aay  4»»td  %t<*\  Held  as  treasury 

*No.  ol 
Skares 

•Total  Far 
Value 

No.  of-  — ' 
Starrs 

'  'Amount  Tkea 
raid  Tkereoo 

Preferred    *  ■  *(  . 

*  J.  " 

$ 

Common  ...... 

//j  MO- 

•II  stock  h  ohkout  par  valve,  date  "ao  par*1 

Date  of  Statement:....,  m  


ASSETS  LIABILITIES 


Cash  

Accounts  receivable,  customers 
Accounts  receivable,  others  ,  . 
Notes  receivable,  customers 
Notes  receivable,  others  .   .  . 
Merchandise  .   .   ,   .   .   .  . 

Securities  [^Tt'lSJSBfl  •  • 
Real  Estate  ....... 

Machinery  ....... 

Motor  Vehicles  and  Trailers  .  . 
Equipment  and  Tools  .   m   .  . 
Furniture  and  Fixtures    .   .  . 

$••■•.■•..»•»*•*.  •■*•*■•*•**• 
••*»..*••,»  »••■■•#•*..«••.*•*.«• 

•«>•. Ma*  ...... 

MltMMIlMIIMtflittMIMMIII 

•  •*.•••*•*»•.*■■••»•.***•.••■»■•■» 

•  ••Mt.KMMIMIIItltlMltltliti 

Accounts  payable  ..... 
Notes  and  acceptances  payable 

•  *.«  •.*.*•■••••.•.•.»•■••■*.■■*«••  tirti.ii  ■  ■<»■■■•••.•■*■•■ 

•  MimiUdHII  ■*•••■*•■  ...*.*■•«■••■(.»»•.•••.*  »«■••.. 

Mortgages  f,^'£&| 

Bonds  ...   

Reserves  (classify  below): 

N*«ti:  Reserves  lor  deprectatioa  or  redu*> 
tk»o  of  auets.  if  aoi  deducted  from  av 
•els,  taatl  be  appropriately  described  Co 
Mrattry  tke  asaeu  10  wktck  tkey  apply. 

» t  >  a*  *  •  •  >.■          r...  i«  *.■.■ 
•  •.••u*.i  ■                ■,«■]  hii crct.it- 
•*■■*:•  »•  «»»•  a.*«'iLu«t*fui  tiaiifii 
iiiiuiiiiiiiiuiiuiiiiiuiitm 

.*•••*  UIMUIIII  *<•■•>••*> 
*•■•.••■•**.•-••.,•.«•  •.••■••.•.•.*.•  < 

(•*■••«.»«.*•  •*,!  i  tj*  •  t  1H,»  HUlllut 

•  »•<  .•••••»*•.••*.•..*•..••.. 

Prepaid  insurance,  interest,  taxes 

1V«'M  cikKk  tMdrmarkv  «4'>r*Kkt4     ,  , 

Oood  Will  ....... 

Treasury  stock  ...... 

Capital  stock  with  par  value  . 
Capital  stock  without  par  value 

Na.  of  skates  1  I 
wrtkoat  par  value  1  f 

Surplus  ........ 

•  *.***  •••jh  a  *r*  t  »**•(•••••  t  •■•••*»•<••***•«**  t*  a,  ftaaa4(a 

i  UnllgllllMllllHIItmjIMtilH 
It*.  ....  *..«*.«*M*.«.. 

•  •u  *  *«*••&••••*••••«»  «•  •      •  •** 

•  ■>•,•...••«.•.%■•••....*•...•••• 

•  iii.taxifiiiiitrtiiiiiitiriiiiii 
illllllKIIHtllM  u«.*  •  *  I  ■  ■  •  f  ■  L.  . 

Profit  and  loss  (deficit)  .   .  • 
Total  .  .   .  1  . 

***.**••■  .«*•>*••...••■••*.#••.•.• 

lUlllvinillUIUIMllilllUMI  UIIMIIUItMMII 

a.  Indicate  on  what  basis  any  securities  owned  are  stated  above  ("cost",  "market",  etc.) 

b.  Did  the  corporation  have  any  contingent  liabilities  not  reported  above?  

c.  What  of  the  above  classes  of  assets,  if  any,  were  pledged?  *  


tl  Did  the  corporation  have  investment  in,  or  indebtedness  from  or  to,  any  company  or  corporation 
closely  affiliated  with  it?  


S/DA/^V  MAPI***. 


^  ~       5%  CSntnmnntu^dltl;  nf  Haafiarl|u«rttii 

Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth 
ABSTRACT  OF  ARTICLES  OF  ORGANIZATION 

Name  of  Corporation  £ 

■Location   V.^^  ITT ^ ,3 ^oS^>^53i^~vsNo^<>, 

bate,  of'  Incorporation  3\^.v.  .. 

President'-  ^V^*^..^^V^  ,V^^UJ6SUS.\  V^\U»£ 

Treasurer  ^ , J^CC?^  ^ 

Clerk  ,  .&^\1>„JS.£^  viev^T<ito. 

Directors      l^A^CS  -   '  ' 


irtumlniuUft 


ITie  total  capital  stock  to  be  authorized  is  a$  follows: 

Without  Par  Value 


Class  of  Stock 


With  Par  Value 


Preferred 


Common 


No.  of  Shares 


No.  of  Shares 


The  amount  of  capital  stock  now  to  be  issued  is  ais  follows: 


Par 
Value 


Amt, 


Number  of  Shares 


Class  of  Stock  , 

Without  Par  Value 

With  Par  Value 

Preferred 

Common 

w  ^ss.  xs&c,''  —  U^c.  Q*£*fc  "Ss^^s. 

^^SCTS  CO 


5%  (GommrnmiroUlf  of  HaBHarI|u«rU« 


Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth 

ABSTRACT  OF  CERTIFICATE  OF  CONDITION 

Name  of  Corporation.  ....S^.S^k.  ^^^1....^....^^,.,.^^.  „ 

Kind  of  Business  

I/wation  „...A^.....^!S^!s£..M'.*  ^.3lS^^S.ZZiIZIZZZl..... 

Incorporated  under  the  laws  of  K..C^^^.^cd?lN..^X  .. 

When  Certificate  was  filed.  .0^\hfV5>A  :  '.  

Date  of  Annual  Meeting,  '..  „ 

Authorized  and  issued  capital  stock  of  each  class  on  date  fixed  in  by-laws  for  annual  meeting:-- 


CLASSES  OF  STOCK 

Tar  Valve 
ivt  >kare 

TOTAL  AUTHOR  I  ZED  - 
ty  Oftttiutkw  or  Amea&neata 

TOTAL  ISSUED  AND 
OUTSTANDING 
UftclwdiM  aay          klocU  Kftd  as  trtasvry 

N#  .  •!     «  - 

SktfM 

-  —   -  'Tot*!  far-  

Vahie 

No.  of 

Am*uM  The  a 
r«n|  Therewi 

Preferred    .   .  .   .  . 

$ 

•If  stock  k  vkfcovt  par  valve,  »tate  **»o  par- 


Date  of  Statement: 


ASSETS 

Oa>h  ......... 

Accounts  receivable,  customers 
Accounts  receivable,  other*  ,  . 
Notes  receivable,  customers 
Notes  receivable,  others  .  -  - 
Merchandise  .  .  ,  ■  ,  »  . 
Supplies 

Securities  [^.Jj-fcjjJI  .  . 
Real  Estate  ....... 

Machinery  ....... 

Motor  Vehicles  and  Trailers  .  . 
Equipment  and  Tools  .   .   .  . 

Furniture  and  Fixtures    .    .  . 


LIABILITIES 


Prepaid  insurance,  interest,  taxes 

1***4*1  fitfMv  tr*lrmarkv  c<(>)  right*     ,  . 

Good  Will  ....... 

Treasury  stock  ...... 


Profit  and  loss  (deficit) 
Total  ,  . 


Accounts  payable  .  .  .  .  . 
Notes  and  acceptances  payable 


Mortgages  [J^SSAA 


Bonds  ......... 

Reserves  (classify  below); 

Nott:  Reserves  for  depreclatioa  or  reive- 
itov  ol  awels.  41  aot  <Jr4vcte4  from  as- 
sets, taatt  be  appropriately  dncribed  IV 
hfcatrfy  lie  aweu  l«  wi*ck  they  apply. 


Capital  stock  with  par  value 
Capital  stock  without, par  value 

No.  of  *am  j  I 
wiifcovt  pat  valve  I  f 

Surplus  ........ 


Total 


a.  Indicate  on  what  basis  any  securities  owned  are  stated  above  ("cost",  "market",  etc.). 

b.  Did  the  corporation  have  any  contingent  liabilities  not  reported  above?  .  

e.  What  of  the  above  classes  of  assets,  if  any,  were  pledged?  ;  

<L  Did  the  corporation  have  investment  in,  or  indebtedness  from  or  to,  any  company  or  corporation 
closely  affiliated  with  it?.....   ^  \J0^~  * 


****  44 


l"ED-3<40  <REV.  6*24-65) 


File         SJlTI  }=J^±—L±^l. 


Date  .  Received  _ 


Jo  O 
rk>7  C 


(NAME  03T  CONTRIBUTOR) 


<ADDRESS  OK  CONTRIBUTOR) 


By. 


^  (CITY  AND  STATE) 


(NAME  0^  SPECIAL'  AGENT) 


To  Be  Returned  O  Yes  Receipt  given  □  Yes 

O-lto- — - —  B-Her 

Description: 

/V   *~^t  ft  - 


j4 


Iff 

m 


KM 


ft 
'•" ■  V/ 

m 


Si* 


IS 


COMMON  STOCK 


RECLAMTIOlf  SYSTEMS,  INCif 


'SHAKES 


THIS  IS  TO  CURTIPV  TIIAT 


tin  lit  fSX!^^?^  WMt$  * ,H£ mW  °^Nr  W  ««  * ,Ht  - 
JKWMATWN  8\»TR  & .INC.  (km*  «W.lM  'CwporiW)  irwfmMt «  *        tk<  W  W  I*  Wfcf  Iff,;! 

ssrJr?  f  f  w ,s  f *  **** *  ,k  M!<! « fr"**  »j  w25 Jfssss 

ttntt  from  n»<  to     >i  ttnittait  Is  Ml  v»S4  wtit  twMmigM  by  (lit  TTMfclt,  Agtnt, 
\\hmm  ikt  ftniMilt  Ml  of  t(,t  Opwilion  it*  rt< friMt mnwi  <A  ki  My  «th«!i«l 


Daud 


'.'CT1  1") 


[mX~*  fai  «»««  is 


TRIAIURM  4 


(MMttMHtt 
TH(  NATWNAl  IHAWMUf  SANK  Of  (OtTON 

iiAnsffuuir 


Ms' 


b7C 


 ^US^^^^V;^^^ 


TEN  COM  —  **  ,A  <o«mo* 

Ji  TEN    ^     ^M  uw„u  Wlth  \  h  . 


VXiF  CtF?  MIN  ACT—*.  r  ^ 


with  riifKi  a# 


* 

For  value  receive?     J<L      ^     %  * 


mi     coot  qr^XiVieNtc*- 


~ — r-  -^&£~«.~Z£W4-  *(D 

"^"^-Wta-   

,Mtotaty  to  transfer  th'r$aifd  «ocfc'"^T 7C"i""7"'"'!';'*"V' •"""  ""•••*""'•••"■•• 

n^-ufl^a  _ 


Z  3 

p  i> 

»  ^  o 

o  -<  H 

§  S'ff 

»  H 
2  S  s1 
2  ~  <» 

ro  g 

w  *>  *j 

"  **» 
o  -  ^ 

p  £  r?1 

<*■  2 

^  n  *«* 

<?  2 
o  a 

?  I 

»»  -3 
•2  » 


S'GNATORE  GUARANTEED 
TRUST  CPaPATC 


b6 
b7C 


\ 


•  ♦  * 

****  •»*< 


*  •  •  * 

•  ♦  « 

*  «  « 

•  ♦  •  # 


•  «  •  *  » 

•      *  •  *  ♦ 


•  •  • 
*  •  • 


♦  *  •  • « * 


*  *  •  *  t 

*  «  • 

•  *  •  • 

•  »  • 

• « *  *«  ♦ 


\ 


1  ^^^"f^m^f'mfj^^t 


.if-**. 


<s  ■ 


f 


t  t 


'AS 


ft? 


.  / 


COMMON  STOCK 


RECLAMATION  SYSTEMS,  INC; 


INtWOMtlO  WlOM  f  Ht  UWI  Of  TNI  COMMONWEALTH  OF  MAMtfKViCTTI 


Tius'isrociiRTiFvMr 


I  SHARES  j 
|  W10000W  t 


b6 
b/C 


is  truB;o\vNt:i|OP 

.  ^jfeS*     .  ...  • 

ftllU  MIO  ANO'  NON'A$$($$Afttf  $HA*t$  Of , THt  H%  VAWC  O^rt^fll*)  tACH  Of  THE  COMMON  $¥GQlQf  -\  ; 
RCCt\A.\TlOX  NVSTEMMXt  (fcerA'uW  ft  •Corpowtaf )  rrawfUle  on  ft  booV»  o(  ft  CorporatiM  \i  ft  Uhf  bccvof, ; 
is  itriM  w  fcy  <Wy  i*tlwii{4  auoriity  tpo*  s»tr<in!<f  ol  this  wiiSeate  ^ily  endorsed,  Thit  terilfeate  and  the  itoi  reptw^', 
fcerdy  are  iw<<!  atf  shin  U  »iAjeet  to  al  ol  the  pousioM  ol  the  Ankk*  o(  Ootiwatloa  awl  the  l)y*Lm  o(  the  Corpofartof  u  ' 
writi  im  iSm  to  fte.  TUi  tet  litatt » not  \iW  wtit  towitm  W  ft  ft  Trai«f<f  Agetf  /  *  1 

WitMn  ft  htsMlt  ital  o(  the  Corporation  an4  the  ftftta>  Raines  o(  in  My  authorized  ote 


f)jte<3 


Ml'' 
•  • 
I  I  • 


'3CT1  i'.  i 


/Son  A 

4u  HMIM 


COVNTMIKHftt 
THt  NATIONAL  IHAWMUT  IAN<  Of  101  TON 


•Y 


0 


v. 


The  follow^*  fibbrevution*.  *Aeft  w»ed  in  the  tAicr^Uoft  t*e  f«te  of  tfcis  <«rtlA<*te<  be 
conttrvtd  *»  though  ihey  w<re  «*rp;tfft  omU«  fwH  •  ctordiflgr  to  *ppt«ab1e  Uwi  or  regulation*: 

TEN  COM  —  *»  t?n*AU  ia  comvson, 

TEN  £NT  —  *t  ttft«M»  by  the  entwetie* 

JT  T£N  joiM  tfn«Mi  wtth  n*St  of 

,  ,  »wrvtvor»Sip  *ft<S  *vof  *»  te*»M» 

Irt  tommo*  <Sute) 

Addition*!  »bbf#vt*UOA»  m*y  «I»o  be  vi«4  *XovrH  ivot  In  the  above  list* 


UNir  CIFT  MIN  ACT—  .„„  ,  „„    ..Cuttoo'Uft   .,.,..„„ 

<Cv»t>  <Mrtiof) 
*ftd«r  Uniform  Ctftt  to  MiAort 

A<V„ 


For  value  received,  hereby  sell,  assign  and  transfer  unto 

 <L  -    1  ^ 


rtCAtC  IMSC4T  tOeiAt  StCtfMTt  Oft  OTHER 


ritASC  mint  o* 

DC  Of  MSICNCt 

 ,  T#&SA»fi„    .  Shares 

of  the  capital  stock  represented  by  the  within  Certificate,  and  do  hereby 

irrevocably  coa^ute&wlrsppanit  t.„.r,„.i..*~,r...,<  ..«,fi....,.,„«,..r... 


Attorney  to  transfer  th?  said  stock  on  the  books  of  the  within-named 
Corporation  with  fulLpowcr  of  substitution  in  the  premises. 


r>  3 
So 

S  35? 
« 

3  s  o 
o  *•»  v* 

tc  2f  ri 
3  2  g 

s?  s 

<  c 
•a  g 


Dated,,  


•  •  • 

•  •  • 

>  •  a 

»  •  « 


#  •  •  *  #      •  • 

10  0  0 

►                   •  •  * 

•  «         •  *     I         •  •    •  * 


■1 


||I    NUMBER  K 


,  COMMON  STOCK 

'«2800« 


RECLAMATION  SYSTEMS,  INC. 

,INCOWMAK»  WNMH  tH<  UWI  Of  TMC  COMMONWIAITM  Or  MAMACHUICTTI 


S    SHARES  " 


?«ajoo»  • 

isassssssggsns! 


1JIIS  IS  70  CERTIFY  THAT 


ISTlBOWVNtt'Or 

rUUT  MID  AND  NO  WtSMiUHAU*  Of  THt  f AH  VAlVt  01 


JM^MOM  STOCK  Of  ;\ 


W«V  w«  hjw4  and  M  te  h*jW      o(  the  pro&iwto  ol  th«<fi^voroffiJSiiti<fii  toj  lb 
WftM  lro«  Ah  lo  i«t*  Wi  ceriitote  is  w*  v»S4  wit  <ovMwW'w  M  7ri%  tfgeii,  t 
Wtoeu  ifet  (»tfW  ml  of  ike  GorptfriM  u<  iK«  besitA  v^fw/ofj^d^awhwized  ofoers, 


W  WAY  |9  J}/, 


V 


THA»0*M 


'Pi 


THC  NATIONAL  SHAWMUT  IANK  Of  BOSTON 
V^""*^  .  TIMSftt  AUNT 


TK*  following  *bbrevi*tv*A*.  wH#n  u»«4  i*i  tK*  lA»<npl»o*  «w«iJ»*,#»  ;*  of  tHr»  terf&^u,  »>i*»  ^» 
<onHr*»«i  •»  tHovgh  ih«y  w<r*  written  o*t  »n  f**U  *«or<*in*  lo        ?«*t>W  rran*!*v»ijv*r* 


UNIF  GIFT  MIN  ACf       ,    o.\  C*r*^l**      .  1(. 

<C»»t>  IMtnor) 
1  under  Uniform  Gift*  to  Minors' 


T£N  COM  — *  »»  Cental*  in  common 

TCN  CNT  ten^M*  by  tn«  tMirttie* 

JT  T£N  |o»M  t»n*M»  wvtX  right  of 

turvivOfftKip  an4  nof  atHenaMi  A<1,  *>  , 

ift  common  (St*t«) 

Action*  I  abbreviation*  may  al»o  b«  u»«4<KovgN  not  In  the  above  list.* 


j 

.i 


i  ( 


For  value  received,   hereby  sell,  assign  and  transfer  unto  ~  5 

»u**e  ihhht  sociai  tecvniTT  on  oinfi  3  3 

ioe«ti»vim«  nutate*  or  AlSIIXtt  *»  ° 

5-2  5< 

43  s? 
f  2- 

2   5  O 

2  s» 

 ■  i  I 

Boston,  MassachusctU  02103       S  J  3 

 .„„.,  >„,...,„...,..»*  ^     ^  J 

3*  ^ 

Shares  I  5?  £ 


;,(i>  4  t  ^MKMfe.co^.^.i:  I 

fUASt  MINT  0*  TYFCWftirC  NAMt  AND  A0CAC55  tNCtV^fl^^W^L'.n^^CgjJ^SSI^NIC* 

(  c/o  KARSV?iT2?Ar.  J  co„  i;; 


of  the  capita!  stock  represented  by  the  within  CcrtificaJter*and  do-hereby 


irrevocably  constitute  and  appoint  ,.,..,.,,,,.,  ,.«.,....„.»».„..„   .  3  5 


Attorney  to  transfer  the  said  stock  on  the  books  of  the  within-named 
Corporation  with  full  power  of  substitution  in  the  premises. 


Dated, , 


-  I 
a 

•J  ft 

£.§ 


so 


'~  ^'r-'ATL'aS  TO 

>U'C  NAME  AP* 
.?   TrlE  WITHIN 


ft 


SIGNATURE  Gl'ASAMflXCT 


H^Ry^uPA^:-.;-:^.:;^  &  ca,  inc. 


,'«Aiar/-fiTL'AT!i.M^,iCt  &  co„  inc. 

b7C 


-The  shares  evidenced  by  this  certificate  have 
^bet  -Wcved  under  the  Secures  Ac  o 
??3-T  a-  an^r.ded,  and  mny  not  be  sola,  t.ans- 
1933,  a.  an.  ..      .             ,    f  r.a„««nt 
fcrred  or  oS^«^.»-   .,,Jer 


..  FD-3*0  (REV.  e-2t^es> 


File  No. 


Date.  Received. 


From— db=£-£^r. 


(HAMS  OF"  CONTRIBUTOR) 


:t>6 

b7C 


(ADDRESS  Oin  CONTRIBUTOR) 


(CITY  AND  STATE) 


By. 


(NAME  OF  SPSaAL  AGENT) 


To  Be  Returned  □  Yes 


Receipt  given  □  Yes 


Description: 


lit,      »»« .« 

,  >mra*  t  *  .** 
•   f»<0  •  mm.,,  mi 


Sonncv,  Karasik,  G^ccne:  ano 
"H         ^r**n<  *,  r#  * 

IS***   **fc>    *V>V  * 
*tk<<  /«*«*  V^*<i  ^ 


Hob 


»•  t>  #  •  » 
#.  i  »'  fa*},* 


'.••.ft  9mm  % 


Mi^a  #»a»»i4 


A.     .  1 

*    Transfer  Department 

The  National1  Shavnut  Bank^of  Boston 


7*. 


t v    V<0»«  Center  Pla  za 


-1 


achusetts 


He:    Reclamation  Systeas,  Xnc> 


*  ,-^Dear 


1  \ 


or 


.it 


it 


As  special  counsel  for  rtecla^aation  Systcns,  Inc- 
(■Coapiny"),  we  are  writing  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transfer  of-  certificates  representing  6,700  shares  of  the 
Company  registered  in  the  r.ane  of  I 

jp^^^^to^^nmT;^^^^  of 

kc  'stovfr-gg'  Branieifi  Vniversity  an^  UOOO^Urc^  to  the 

"  *  ^       v  ~r4^:"c  ^s^TT^q  Lsoo^hares  to///Vi  <( 

■^9lg,^'k^$  University       '^o^  >h^resl"lo.Jv^'tfcwish  Mcatbr ia i" 

.-^^/^^^t'Hk  shares  of»  tho  cogyfton  itock  Ihc^Con^riy 
^^fistcrea  in  the  nano  of  I  I  were  issued  in  trans- 

action* not  r^ietcrea  .jyaer  th<*  Securities  Act  of  1933  at*1 
s«:re  taken  byl  l^ith  an  investment  intent  and  with- 

out a  view  towarcs  distribution,    AiX  of  the  certificates 


v;ith  the  transfer  should  t^ar  a  ic^end  to  thio  effect. 


Crvdicr  the  fact  & -and  csreunstance^^et  forth  above,  it 
ouiJ  opinion  that  thv  ^ro;y>sed  transfers  representincr  6,700 


uhrlv  /apa^i*  Op€Cnc  and  Hat 


shares  of  the?  co»n  stoch  of  thu  Conpany  are  fiot  sublet  to 
registration  undsr  .the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  boim?  exempt 
from  such  registration  by  the  provisions  of  Section  4(1)  of 
such  Act.    Accordingly,  you  are  authorized  to  eifect  such 
transfers  upon  presentation  byj  |6f  presently 

reqistere'i  certificates  properly  entfor se<i. 


Sincerely, 


/' 


COMMON  STOCK 


RECLAMATION  SYSTEMS,  INC. 


SHARES  • 
'■  **950O** 


THISlSTOCERTlfVTIIAJ 


**NlNE  fl«ND  PXVB  HUNDRED** 


'b6 

b7C 


IS  THE  OWNER  OF 


,  "  .  tWIfVlUlfpti 

yni  *  HA«(t  or  <om*'on  six*         wjm  KriNir^Ns 
thii  cmTinCME  wim  acm«*  t  hi  RMtswio 

IHKA1I0  W         •»*  ^,|flM,J  •  •  • 

OMOm  M  sicumiis  aCi  of  it»J  w  w*-1**  •••• 

■    -  v .  „  »  <0«MM  COUWStV.  MA*  W*  **  OWHIWI  *****  ( 

tuny  I*,:  i      >  M«l|r(IAt»OhVm)(*f^ACn$HOl«^j«p 


*  J* 


•rMIIMNT 

m  mm.  m^uwvmm' 


ft 


The  follow***  abbrevution*.  wKen  v»ed  in  the  IniCftption  on  iKe  f»<e  of  lM»  ceittflcat*.  bo 
<on»trved  *•  *Kow*b  they  were  written  out  in  IwW  a«ordm*  10  applicable  laws  or  regulations: 

TCN  COM  —  as  tenants  1a  common  UN1F  CIFT  MIN  ACT—    ,    .      ,  Gi.todtan 

<Cw»t)  (Minor) 
TCN  CNT  *—  *»  te**nt»  by  tXe  entireties  Ul||#orm  Cl/li  t<>  Minor* 

)T  TEN     ~»as  ro*M  tenants  witH  r»iM  of 

survivorship  sn<5  no*  a*  tenants  *  A<t.„..«w.   

•n  common  .  (State) 

Additional  abbreviations  m*^  also  b*  ^»«d*Hov«K  not  In  the  above  Ii»t. 


For  value  received,  hereby  sell,  assign  and  transfer  unto  ^  | 

•UA«C  1N»C*T  S»€l*t  JieyAlfT  •  •  **  £ 

totwTift>N«  miMtcn  cr  Aiiinit  ^  ff.  ji  y 

0  »4 

........  1 

!  jr  " 

IU,IH  K.M.U„,,Mu,,llMHW|.M»rU,M.i»M..ll».UH.IIU«lini.llMI»HllllMUU»"IHI"«Mt"™  03    ^3  >j 

ntA$C  r«INTC«TY*CVi)»ITCNAXC  AND  A00HC$S  INCLUDING  POSTAL  ZIP  CODC  Or  ASSWNCC  g  §  S 

»  , 

*  ■  <  '*  E»  ar»" 

5  «~  °  3 

^uuHM^nMl.^«t«ltH.(.H«M.lMitlM<«»ll»<M^••»«i«»^''^l«^■''•""»»»"»•,•«,"»^,,','^  Q    >H  P 

^  f?  cT 

I>  O  2 

1  °  Z 

2T 


 Shares 

of  the  capital  stock  represented  by  the  within  Certificate,  and  do  hereby  g.  jag- 

irrevocably  constitute  and  appoint, —  »  x«.  3  5»  g 

 ._...„„  a 

Attorney  to  transfer  the  said  stock  on  the  books  of  the  within-named  ^  g 
Corporation  with  full  power  of  substitution  in  the  premises,  2;  3 


Dated, . 


T„  t hams  or  common  ^iXtnwwnVo 

TH.S  C*«T,HCAT. ^  W 0VfNUv^%SV«HT  A^O  NOT  WITH 

holder  ro*  fumw*  o»  ££*£7hi»«  *CCU»lT«» 

UHDC«   THC  ^lN0V/O.H^  THAT 

COMPANY    CWN«f      *»fi,,H*T  «COU^fO. 


Surrey.  Kakasik  and  Mouse  , 

U50  Mm  STZUKKT.  N.  W. 
WASHINGTON.  Z>,  C.  SOOOS 


March  24,  1972 


*  lt|-|ht» 


1 


Transfer  Departxaent 

The  National  Shawraut  Bank  of  Boston 

1  Center  Plaza 

Boston,  Massachusetts  P 02106 


Re:    Reclamation  Systems,  Inc. 


Dear 


J 


We  have  received  an  opinion  of  counsel  ofl  

J  Esq. ,  regarding  the  proposed  sale  of  12,800~ 

itlOn    <!v«^^e  —        /»n^*n  t     ,       I  f 


shares  of  Reclamation  Systess,  Xnc*.  ("Rsi")~bvr  

copy  of  this  opinion  is  attached.  -       A  ,. 

to|  uP°nl  H's  opinion  as  counaal 


1"^  KSEIW*  «  rfy  V?nor  "9W»st*  for  transfer  on  1 

L^^Js-bihaTif  of  the  -12,800  shares  upon  presentation-Qf  1 

the  certificates  properly  endorsed. 

.  Sincerely  yours. 


cc: 


!■ 


SRIBERG.  SRIBERG  ANO  BERMAN 


March  £.1572 


.»tT.>OtO 
A*CA  COO<  til 


Esq. 


JUo5  15th  Street,  n.t/ 
Washington,  D.  c,  20005 


and 


Dear 


a-;s  ^z<$= 


lj      As  Attorney  for 
Ms  business  activity 


t>A^i ~~ — ^^v^s*^-  tr-v?  ^  ^4     l^nd  being  faniliar  wit** 
Recitation  Systens,  i^TtS?  /"^-^einlon  that  with  respect  to 
,^fS^er'  underwriter  or  tieaLV^  n   .Jcannot  be  confiJeVed 


Share  Cortiflcats  J5?"12,?'f'???'  ««*  re„ove|  J'" 

Very  truly  vmtrq 


ve 


ENC. 

cc: 


I- '  ■ 


h6 
hlC 


lies s«i-c3«,  ir.:/;  ° 


c.  noyoo 


Doar[ 


Inc. 


2»  vtZ'-Tt\in3 
toW «g^J2~«!?.- 1  «M  cat/-       1  t„. 


Ca  Tciruiyjr  /f  j<»-«  i  1 

-.7?*  4—-        wll          ;  v     **•  v.vit  stcc::  ' 


t 

rcbnui-y  1C,1C72 


AccwCticlV,  -™  «!»»  l»f»0  e«jM««n  oS  stcs!: currently  , 
or-aed  Risvca  ail  tftert  ak-ou  Ccrtiiicato  *.o.  CXI,  vdxcd 

t.rc  icsactf  en  7c2xruai*y  1CS0. 

t.ccK&J*l",  vo  rer.p-sttslly  refloat  that  p  «  Cncsial 

v-.--.it  r.:.n*5  o:  Easts::",  *v.-:-~/cr  i^eat  2cr  t.'.o  ccr:j:c*,r.'-S,cn, 
to  t <>  restrictive  lose:*  ca  tac  CartiSlcr.tto  »MW, 

J™-Kst£r/s  2C00  farras  Ratf  C;rt2.£Acr.to  CTf 5,  rctccsoaftirs 
ic',.000  chares  so  that  these  chares  say  ao;f  so  frcoly  kraas- 
fcivcd. 

Yoar  prc=->t  attention  to  tais  cattcr  will  to  cost  appreciated 


Very  truly  years, 


3for  Hahif  Utttloti). 


~(  _)  shares  o£  thc^^^O^&L&C. 


jCapital  Stock 


of  the. 


 -J  — 

stan<fc»$  in-~Ili^L  name  on      books  of  said  ^4^U6^^€^^£^t^^  

^£CU^JUJiUiU^j[£BuUuSjL  represented  by  Certificate  (s)  No,  jLjtsbtc  


fewewith,  and  do  hereby  irrevocably  constitute  and  appoint 


attorney  to  transfer  the  said  stock  oo  the  books  of  the  within  named  Company  w^h  full  power  of 
substitution  in  the  prpuses.   1 


IHPjtE5£NC£0* 


U  aw* 


m 
II 


COMMON  STOC 


.t*  .A*  J" 


•  RECLAMATION  SYSfc 


THIS  IS  TO  CERTIFY  THAT 


WW**0** 


IS  THE  OWXER  OF 

MIT  f»  AND  MMMNMU  MM!  »  M  Nl  «  *  «| f     «  W-J tfg* 


OCT  1 


%0 


Off**1 


b6 
b7C 


X 


/  1 


7 


TCN  COM  —  •»  »«maU  <*mmO* 
T£N  £NT  —  *»  tfMMi  by  *Kf  «Mir«n«i 
IT-TEN  «»**M*  ~»»*  ff*nM*o* 


UNIf  ClfJ  M.N  act-  ..Vc; ^"^"'imZiY 


At! 


m  common  »        ..  „ 

AM^i  .bWv,.«.«..  «.y  .I"  b.  »ot  .»  «K,  .Wv.  l..t. 


-1 


J 


For  value  received.  hereby  Sell,  assign  and  transfer  unto  1 1 

•«*(•*  ••«•«*■  »tc»»«it  «••*»«»  *  ,  HZ** 

■  .,.,>,.«»«  »gMtt»  «>*««■<»"  S'SiJ 

.   ..  o 

3  2  w 

"Turn  ?;V;Tor  u«;kiu  n'Vk  i  ;^aodk«  including  rosTAt  »r  coot  or  assicnic       |  3  <> 

s  0  3 

o 


Shares 


iff! 


of  "the  capital  stock- represented  by  the  within  Certificate,  and  do  hereby  J| 


irrevocably  constitute  and  appoint,, 


tlAMt«nW«»V>,l, 


r:  o  s 

i 


M<lll»"»K*Mt»IUJ.HrtUlHttl.»IMMIi«i*»lM«'H*l>.    ,  _ 

Attorney  to  transfer  the  said  stock  on  the  hooks  of  the  withm-named 
Corporation  with  full  power  of  substitution  in  the  premises. 


-I  o 


Dated, . 


b6 
b7C 


\ 


vashington.  d,  c,  20005 


March  14 ,  1972 


Trans&r  Deoartrcnt 
The  National  <h:nr;u*-  ~*  -i  ^ 

1  Center  ?l»a  °f  dofftcn 

Boo  ton,  ::cs3n»dsctt3  02106 


Ro:    Peclowtlon  <3yartcmf  inc. 


*l»  *4\  » 


We  have-rcccj Lycd  «,  opinion'  of  counsel  "cf.  I- 


WW  of  tM3  opinion  is  afeS^  *nonw,U  <the  * 

,  ^  I  ;  l8L1e."^.°i!0Bl  >'«  pinion  as  counssi 

*•>  certificates  rrcpcrfe'enSoSca?     ?Cn  P™"™**^" 

Sincerely  yours. 


1  kV 


.ho 
b7 


AOVWC0  fttAftCUl  SCRYtCCJ 


HttflfTITZPATMCX  CHAHCE  &  CO,  l«t 

.    W  /  4822490 


.<2.-<2L' 


AGCNT 


NATIONAL  SL\U'VUT  w 
STOCK  TRANSFER  UEPT. "  1  CEVTFft  Pt 
ATTN:    mr.  CASRY  PIA2A 
BOSTON,  MASS,* 


Reclamation  Systens 


-  ^  1 "  — 


XARCH  21,  1972 


RAWKEYE  &  CO. 

Tax  ^^C-f^-CW 
c/o  HWi  r.-.T.V.'^-iX^     £  CO.,  WC 
123  SU^t 
Bc*tcn,  Massachusetts  02109 


3 


Ravech  and  Sherman 
attorneys  ax  )l<\w 

rttttt&rn  ru>ok 

ElCJlTV-MNt  SlATC  StA&tT 

Boston,  Massacuusetts  02109 


0  . 


KELVIN  RAVICK  *  4 
ARTHUA  SHtfcMAtf  ✓ 
I$VI*  Jr\  AAONSON 

WltUAM  M.rwrn 
josww  a.  rvxNAM 

ROWXT  J.  MAIETTA. 
>HXU*  T.  *CAV€>X£$N£ 


Aaxa  Coos  617 
523-3110 


0 


]  Esq. 


February  3,  1969 

6 


Transfer  Department 
National  Shavaut 'Sank 
40  Kater  Street 
Bos  toil,  Massachusetts 


6 


o 


Re:    Reclamation  Systems,  Inc. 


De&r 


This  is  to  certify  the  below  listed  shareholders  of  cossaon  stock  of 
Reclahation  Systess,  Inc.: 


C 


6fr* 

i 

305,000 

V 

40,000 

i 

40,000 

40,000 

✓ 

80,000 

13,000 
10,000 

y 

40,000 

'/ 

8O,O0G 

to 

40,000 

155,000 

5,000 

*\ 

5,000 

3,000 

10,000 

.  5,000 

.  5,000 

Total  Before  0f.ferin$ 

876,ui.C 

? 


b6 
b7C 


(     i;itn  respect  to  tne  iVrecoins  certificates,  you  are  instructed, *to  place  a 
^top  Transfer"  on  tuese  shares.    I  vould  appreciate  your  having  tlicse  certificates 
rouCy  by  February  5  so  that  I  nay  personally  accept  delivery  froxa  your  Transfer 
Department,  — • 


-  t  V 
t,P  ... 


•  i  «s   tKfv    MAVt  i  '.  «  »  *M* 


.  Very  truly  yours,^ 


r 


FD*340  (RBV«  6^24-e5) 


File  Ho.JL^— 1—2z2jL 

Data  Received     ZSzdL.  2  ^ 
^     —  «■ 

From- 


(NAME  OJF  CONTRIBUTOR) 


(ADDRESS  Of,  CONTRIBUTOR) 


(CITY  AND  STATE) 


OF"  SPBCIAU  AOENT) 


-to  fc> 
b7C 


Receipt  given  O  Yes 


To  Be  Returned  □  Yes 
Description: 


ATTORNEY  AT  LAW 


October  1,  1969 


National  Shaxvaut  Eank 
Trading  Departnent 
~8SS,  Center  Plaza 
Boston,  Massachusetts 


Gentlemen: 


*Re:    Reclamation  Systems,  Inc. 


1 


Jield  byl    ThiS  18  tQ  auth??126  ?™  t0  iSSUS  ce"ifi^tes  fron  the  155,000  shares 


/  V    3500  J?  .P-  # 

/  V  2000  C<  ^ 
/V   1250  C 


b6 
b7C 


/v   1250  L 


2000 


20,000 

/" 

:?  3  N  , 

10,000 

/>  2  ,^ 

10,000 

:?  -  ^ 

1 

5,000 

/' 

„>  *  6 

100,000 

.'  / 

J 

I  have  been  advised  by  I 


0  i 


AT 


V 

i  \ 


(2) 


-b6 
b7C 


in  addiJion6^"^^  Transfer-  «  ■  § 

"        *  -S«»:r4#„*s;  ^ —  ' 

f«e  of  „ch  c«rti£lc«. 


t 


:>«  *  -*  *  *,  -J,  , 


**  't 


C  c 


1 

Ju 


,4 


1 


!f.V   At     V  A  W 


C3/7 


^■37  6 


April  6,  1970 


Stock  Transfer  Department 
The  National  ShewmirTBank 
One  Center  Plaza 
Boston,  Massachusetts 
02108 


Re:    Reclamation  Systems,  Inc. 


Dear 


TW^Hsrto^trthorize  The  National  Shawtsut 
Bank  to  transfers  total  of  72,500  shares  of  cawnon- 
stock  of  the  above  company  from  the  100,000  shares 
held,  hy|  I  as  represented  by 

Certificate  No.  C-229,  and  to  transfer  shares  to 
the  following  persons  in  the  denominations  indicated: 


T9u. 


One  certificate  for  10,000  shares; 


C  x 


he 
hie 


[ 


9v .  ^ 


One  certificate  for  30,000  shares; 


[ 


]  andC 


ants  with  rights  x>f  ^survivorship 

One  certif  icate  for  12,500 


las  joint  ten- 


">{- 


shares. 


Various  procedures  have  been  ^taken  by  iho 
company  and,  accordingly,  the  limited  transfer  of 
these  securities  at  this  time  is  be:ng  made  in 
accordance  -with  the  Securities  Act  of  1933.  Please 
place  a  "stop  transfer"  against  all  these  certifi 
cates  including  the  cert  if icate  for  the  regaining 
shares  to  Wr-  Barron  and  in  addition  place  the 
^seaJ  ,cfisir.Iclly£s  J^£5nd(on  the  face  of  each  certi- 
Vi-icale. 


■i:>  ,«.*!• 


'><: 


•.  -  - .    /  -»v 

1  «  - . 


■.;:.;.)  H| 


1  I 

'  HIM" 


"  1  .- 

'        )>  '••       £  '''(•: 


COMMON  STOCK 

■memo® 


.  RECLAMATION  SYSTEMS,  INC. 

INCWWMtt*  MOW  THt  UWI W  THC  COMHCNWUIM  Of  MAttAeWMIW 


{!•  SHA'IES  | 
(}  «!CC0C0»l 


THIS  IS  TO.CCRTIPY  THAT 


AA 


ISTKBOWNBOP 


tm  m  ano  NOMSKMU  mm  of  th£   vawc  or  onc  rfjp-f  i<>  iach  of  yhc  common  $;ock  of 
RECLAMATION'  SYSTEMS,  IXC  (tato  OW  ft  "CwpomioO  «»wlm*  m  ft  tools*  ol  ft  Corponito  by  the  Mfer  htecl 
iti  pew*  or  oy  Aiy  wftrM  iWoney.tyA  »urr<n<i<r  o(  th»  certificate  property  eatoi  Tta  «r  litau  *n4  ft  *ha«i  icpwjWtf* 
Mrdy  are  i»«<4  aft*  ftU  oe  inject  to  aR   ft  pwiwu  of  ft  Arikfci  ol  OfgiAwtiofi  Aftd  ft  6yLaw>  ol  ft  Cwporattoft  At 
inc«d<4  frort  ita  to  toe,  W»  ««ih*t«  I*    nH  wiJ  cotwtcfttod  by  the  Thnifer  km*    t  , 
WiiMsi  ft  iKiirtile  leaf  ol  ft  Corporis  a^  ft  iVflBe  ii|iat«rei  ol  ft*     lAboriirt  oK«n. 


COVNTCI^kUi 
THC  NATIONAL  IHAWMUT  »AN<  Or  »0ST0N 


•Y 


AVTHOliZClOrrKM 


TK«  f*t!owir»tf  *SVr< vtattom.  w>e«  u»c£«n'ln*  lft*c»»r**^rt  on  of  tM»  c«rti&<«t*.  b» 

<onttrs»«4  *i  *hov,:K  lK«y  w«rc  writttn  ovl  m  f«JJ  ^ccokUas  to  ♦  pj>tK**>l<  t*w»  or  r*jtvUu>n»; 

TEN  COM  —  »i  tenant*  In  common 
TEN  ENT  —  »»  UntMs  by  the  «ntu«ti«»  , 
JT  TEN  joint  tenant*  with  rtiM  of 


•vrvivortVip  not  ai  tenants 
An  common 


UNIT  CIFT  MiN  ACT— f   Cv»to<fon   

'  (Cw»tl  CMinof> 

vnd«f  Uniform  Gift*  to  Mmv>(» 

Act, 


<5tat<) 

Additional  abbreviation******'  «I»o  b«         iKovg>>  not  In  tKt  abow  lUt. 


For  value  received,        „..«.,  hereby  scll,*a$$ign  and  transfer  iipto 

f UA)(  |*JC*f  SOCIAL  ItCVAlTY  0* 


■  J1 


.•••(.til  lllllll  tltl 


!? 

<n  |  H 
5  3 

as? 

*>  C 

»»  **  o 


 «  «..««„«„„.^M.„«.«„.,l.f„..„.«„„.„.„tt„«„M«.».fc  „  «..«,..»»  Shares 

of  the  capital  stocknrepresentcJ^  xhc  within  Certificate,  and  do  hereby 


o  f  « 
£  -  » 

O 


irrevocably  constitute  and  appoint..*, 


iiwnnimniiUMiiUi ». 


Attorney  to  transfer  the  said  "stock  on  the  books  of  the  within-named 
Corporation  with  full  po\.cr  of  substitution  in  the  premises. 

Dated,  


Occcooer  7,  1970 


i  — i 

TfeeJfetiorol  $ha»wt  Bank 
One  Center  Plaza 
Bcston,"tfassachv$^tts 
02103 

fte:    Reclamation  Systems,  Inc. 
Dear  ~ 


This  Is  to  authorize  certificates  res 
C-22'7  for  10,000  shares  ar.d  tdc 
shares  in  the  ner.*y 
be  transferred  to 


>rize  certif  Tcatcs  res.  - 


t,  N^^icwG^issue  one  certif  lea  to  to  Jtr. 
*:}«Mta£CTtn^#  vMch  should  to  the  subject  of 

a  stop  transfer  ard,  in  edition,  should 
.  contain  a  legend  thereon  as  presently 

appears  cn|  |s  cert  i  i icate. 

w4t  i$  my  opinion  that  the  foregoing 
transfer  is  within  the  cxer.pt  fve  provisions 
of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933. 


Yrrv  truly  vrvi^*.  ^ 


CC  ~ 


O1' 


r 


,  Stock  Transfer  Detriment  . 

1 he     t  i  ona  1  $ha v,«wt  8a  n  k  of  Bcs  ton 

Ono  Center  Pfaza 
^Boston,  fbSSaChuSQtt* 

02103 


Re:    Pecltftet  Jon  * Systems,  Inc, 


Oear^ 


] 


This  is  to  authorize  the  transfer  fr'cn  Certificate  No.  ,  totalling 

<2.        #  shares,  to  the  following  persons  in  the  amounts  Indicated: 


Narae 


Address 


Mo.  of  Shares 


>ysett$  - 
hy setts 


2,000 
2,000 


ssachy setts        «  500 
Massachusetts*  ~*2,0C0 
issacnusctls     *  -  — 500 
ssachvsetts  1,000 
sac^usctts  V  «  1,000 
>$ach-us*tts      *  2,000 
ssachusctls  v**  2,000 
Massachusetts  <•  1,000 
>ld,  Rhode  island  ;^^..2»000- 
Ma  ssachu set  ts  v  ^-^COO 
:je,coo 


A  sing  to  cert  If  icafe  "should  fee  issued  to  each  of  the  above-na^-d  persons 
and  a  single  certificate  tc I  I  Ail  certificates  should  cc  the 

subject  of  a  stop  transfer  ar4  certificates1  should  contain  a  legcr-C  thereon 
as  presently  appears  on|  |s  certificate. 

It  Is  *ay  opinion  that  the  Securities  Act  of  1935  dees  not  apply  tc  -the 
foregoing  transfers  inasmuch  as  *r  has  ocen  represented  that  these  are  jifts 


TV 


and  further,  that  the  recipients  Mve  indicate* 'that  any  accuisitlon  Is  for 
Investment  and  not  with  a  view  to  an/  Cistr itution. 

 ±£i±±x  *rjir<  


h6 
hlC 


IZZI 


s: 


•I  NUMBER 

j'c  318  ' 

1 1  fell 


p 

■ i'il  fox 

m 


tit 

i 


?  Mi 


m 

-•to*.-* 


s  m 


COMMON 


9  "  .SHARES  "  I 


RECLAMATION  SYSTEMS,,  INC; 

MKWMMU  WNOW  THC  UWI  or  THC  COHMONWCAUH  Or  MAMACHtftSTT* 

THIS  l.<  TO  CERTIFV  tJHAT 


nfim  SEVEN  THOUSAND  W&,  RU1I»* 


til  MVJISJ  FOt 
<IITAW  wAf.MS 


ISTJIKOWXWOF 


fVUY  MID  ANO  NOMSttttAUC  $HA«j  Of  THC  f  A*  VALUE  Of  ONC  «Nt  (li)  CACH  Of  THC  COMMON  STOCK  Of 
RECLAMATION*  SYSTEMS,  IN't  (W*  <M  th«  ■CwpowW")  WAtfrtoUe*  to  bcoli  ot  \k  Cwpoutta  fcy  U*  Ixtof  tfiwS  b  ' 
in  |-mwi  w  l>y  iwty  j^W/tf  aliwwy     ww*fcf   iMs  wiifatt  protxri?  tHfaiti  1fb+*  tmifittU  awl  Iht  ilarei  npfC«*V<U* " 
h<ftby  irt  \wi  M  »M  U  wfejM  to  itl  o(  ih<  jwmwM  ot  th«  Afitfttt  d  Ortfii/itiort  aim!  Ik  Ity.Uvi  of  Ihc  Corpora^  A*  . 
(row*  tiniv  |ttf  itof.  TW*  wiifrfitt  is  not  viW     cowtm  W  by  \U  %toUt  AttW.  "       , . , 

Wit    to  jfasMIt  »wi  ol  ,to  Cofpom'w  a»4  to  /wM<  »»k»Mw  o(  ft»  My  wtowetf  oftw 


Dated' 


4°H  s^v 


*  / 

THC  NATIONAL  SHAWMUT  BANK  Of  BOSTON 


•Y 


avt*omzu,wkii 


b6  ., 
b7C 


TK*  following  abbreviations,  vAen  v»e4  in  t*ve  lnt<ription  on  the  face  of  lM»  certificate,  be 
<on*troed  a»  iKovkS  ibey  wer«  written  ovt  in  full  according  to  applicable  laws  or  reflations; 


TEN  CO^~*  a* tenants  in  common 

TCN  CNT  «  **  tenant*  by  tne  ovttrttxi 

JT  TCN  w*  a»  joint  tenant*  with  figM  of 
wivtvorth*?  »n<J  not  **  tenant » 
in  common 


UNIF  GIFT  MIN  ACT— 


..»,  C*stodi*n    ..... .,,  », 

<GnO  <  Minor) 

tinder  Uniform  Gift*  to  Minor* 
Act., 


<5ute) 

Additional  abbreviation*  may  also  be  Vied  (KourS  not  in  the  above  list. 


i0CHTirYiM«  movic*  «r  atsicirct 


%  For  value  received,   hereby  sell,  assign  and  transfer  unto  3 


!*>.•<  *****  ritrixii 


fltAJf  f  HINT  0*  TYPtWUlTt  NAMC  AND  A  OCR  1^5  INCtVOlNG  *0STAt  Zlf  CCCC  Of  ASSICKCC 


I1I4IM'  ICULli  «. « II 


of  .the  capital  stock  represented  by  the  within  Certificate,  and  do  hereby 


..  _  EP 
3   3  O 

ft    **  <A 

3  3*r- 
*♦  o  " 

•  3 

2  »>  ** 

n  o  C 

p  «  s 

3  o 

  *  -  s 

ft  ~ 

a*  3*  r»_ 

Shares  5;j 


/\  -» 


irrevocably  constitute  and  appoint  ...«,..„.,   <  5  g 

„  3 
*  S 

~»  ° 


uxtiuuiiitftriirifi  j 


it  ttm  *.*  riu<  K  ru  t  < 


Attorney  to  transfer  the  said  stock  on  the  books  of  the  within-named 
Corporation  with  full  power  of  substitution  in  the  premises. 


Dated,. 


SIGNATURE  GUARANTEED 
CITY  BANK  &  TRUST  CQtfPtflY 

3Q&0N,  MASS: 


.bo 

b7C  . 


The  Nation*  S>—  Bank  o"^^^,. 


Boston,  Mass., 


Reol^tiou  Sy.t*.  mo.  «.*  c^tificat..  nusber.d 
CU05/U17 


RECEIVED  from  THE  NATIONAL 


SHAWMUT  BANK  of  BOSTON  the  above  ******  PW^ 


BY: 


iVittlAM  I'KIKTl 


File  No. 


Pate'  Received. 
Froraj  


—  //^ 


"Jo  © 

b7C 


(ADDRESS  OK  CONTRIBUTOR) 


ITATE) 


By. 


(NAME  Of 


C1AL.  AGENT) 


To  Be  Returned  n  Yes 


Receipt  given  £□  Yes 


**»  'Description: 


File  No. 
Date  Received 

*    >  <NAME  OF  CONTRIBUTOR)  * 
:  (ADDRESS  0*T  CONTRIBUTOR) 


(NAME  SPECIAL  AGENT) 


To  Be  Returned  n  Yes  Receipt  given  n  Yes 

.  Description: 


,  FD-340  REV-  (6*24-65) 


eceived  ^£XlZ/h.  r~ 

(NAME  OF  CONTRI 


BUTOR> 


Date  R^^fv^ri  /V/"'/ >  / 


(ADDRESS  OF  CONTRlBUTOfO 


 S(CITY  AND  STATE) 


(NAME  Or  SPECIAL  AOENT) 

To  Bo  Returned  |  |  Yes  Receipt  Given  |  j  Yo< 
Descriptions 


File  »"»  1_L_Z  3-  3-  ^>  2-  ~  / 
Date  Received  - 


From — |  |  t>  7  c 

(NAME  0*T  CONTRIBUTOR) 
CA.DDRE88  Or  CONTRIBUTOR)  """" 


By. 


(CITY  A  NO  STATE) 


(NAM B  OJP1  SPECIAL  AGENT) 


To  Be  Returned  O  Yes  Receipt  given  □  Yes 

Description: 

&     — ✓  o'<-^  <:c^ 


tyqt  ©nmmnnut^altlj  at  MuBBtxttymztta 

Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth 
ABSTRACT  OF  CERTIFICATE  OF  CONDITION 

Name  of  Corporation  .  

Kind  of  Business  ,„„  u.,«S3^^k\\Caw  „  _  

Location  „.*S3..0.  S./fc/S...^^*^  ..„  

Incorporated  under  the  laws  of 

..^\o^  B.//3.//.^.  «  

Date  Certificate  was  Bled  P^.U^DJ  „  .„  

Date  of  Annual  Meeting 

 -  ■  —  ~  

•President  

Treasurer  ,..  o„......  „  „  .«  

cierk  Iskm.^^^   ^LMe^Am^M^Mt^^ 

Directors:     £&>V£..  afci  .  „  „  

M.m$m.j£.  ^j^SMULzj^ 


CLASSES  OF  STOCK 


Par  Value 
Per  Share 


TOTAL  AUTHORIZED 

By  Organization  or 
Amendments 


Preferred 


\  Common 


No.  of 
Shares 


Total  Par 
Value 


^TOTAL  ASSETS:  $ 


TOTAL  ISSUED  AND 
OUTSTANDING 
(Including  any 

issued  Stock  held  as 

Treasury  stock) 


No.  of 
Shares 


Over  for  names  of  additional  officers  and  directors. 


TOTAL  LIABILITIES:  $  3^0j 


Amount  then 
Paid 
Thereon 


,T4  fflo. 


73  2- 


Date  Received. 


By 


(NAMG  Or  CONTRIBUTOR) 

(ADDRESS  Of*  CONTRIBUTOR) 

<0«J9f  STATE) 

(NAME  Of  8PECIAL  AOKNT> 


To  Be  Returned  \  \  Yes 
Description: 


Receipt  given  □  Yes 


c5l|F  (Sommnnuiraltlf  of  Hammrljiwrtta 

Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth 


ABSTRACT  OF  CERTIFICATE  OF  CONDITION 

Name  of  Corporation,  

Kind  of  Business.  ..^^<»^\.„..^^^U.i.., 

I-ocation  S^Va-.^OiMaA!^..^^ 

Incorporated  under  the  lawsTof  ...V..3.\^\S'..'Q., 

When  Certificate  was  filed  .^a^5>.... 

Date  of  Annual  Meeting,  «  .„..„..„.„  

Authorized  and  issued  capital  stock  of  each  class  on  date  fixed  in  by-laws  for  annual  meeting:- 


CLASSES  OF  STOCK 

•Pit  Y*t*w 

TOTAL  AUTHORIZED 
Ijr  Ontaaiutioo  or  Antutmead 

TOTAL  ISSUED  AND 
OUTSTANDING 
( Including  aajr  fetued  slock  fcfW  <u  treasury  *t*ci) 

N«.  of 

•Tool  Far 
Vftfvc 

No.  of 
Starts 

Amount  Thta 
r«w|  TKtreoo 

% 

2fc*L. 

•H  ttock  k  okhotil  par  value.  fct*te  **•«  Mr- 


Date  of  Statement:...^^?5^^>.( 
ASSETS 


LIABILITIES 


Ca>h 

Accounts  receivable,  customers 
Accounts  receivable,  others  .  . 
Notes  receivable,  customers 
Notes  receivable,  others  *   .  . 
Merchandise  ....... 

Supplies  ........ 

Securities   U*<tp*  1H0*  fotue41 

OUUt,nC5    \by  Uis  rorporatio*|  '  * 

Real  Estate   . 

Machinery  

Motor  Vehicles  and  Trailers  .  . 
Equipment  and  Tools  .  .  .  . 
Furniture  and  Fixtures   »   .  . 


Prepaid  insurance,  interest,  taxes 

TiM-M  r>KM>,  iraJrmart*.  <*4>>rij(ftt«     ,  k 

Good  Will  ....... 

Treasury  stock  ...... 


Profit  and  loss  (deficit) 
Total  .  . 


itiniiiiiivKitiiuiKi 


IIIHHMIIMIIItUMMHIlU 


>MII.M«»WtltMlll<Mit^ll 


Accounts  payable  .  .  .  .  . 
Notes  and  acceptances  payable 


Mortgages  UB#JS4£il 


Bonds  ......... 

Reserves  (classify  below): 

Xtfi:  Rettrvn  lor  drpmtatioa  or  rtditc* 
tkM  ol  aattts.  U  ftot  4r4vclrd  from  at- 
Ml*,  tfett  W  appropriately  oVuribtd  Co 
toVattfy  tW  aucu  U  oitck  \Uf  Apply . 


Capital  stock  with  par  value 
Capital  stock  without  par  value 

.    NO.  Of  **T«  I  I 

wiuowt  par  vatotl  | 

Surplus  


iimilllMMtMMlll 


TotAt 


HJIUIlUUtttMII 


IIUrUIMIUUIIIM 


a.  Indicate  on  what  basis  any  securities  owned  are  stated  above  ("cost",  "market",  etc.). 

b.  Did  the  corporation  have  any  contingent  liabilities  not  reported  above?  ,  

c.  What  of  the  above  classes  of  assets,  If  any,  were  pledged?  ;  .  

cl.  Did  the  ^corporation  have  investment  In,  or  indebtedness  from  or  to,  any  company  or  corporation 
closely  affiliated  with  it?..,..  


we*/ 


^r^U-  ^^G*Vye*\-^ 


cJIfp  Cflummrotuiraltlf  of  HaBmtrifUfirtttf 

Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth 

ABSTRACT  OF  CERTIFICATE  OF  CONDITION 

Name  of  Corporation.  .S&^...3^&£^ 

Kind  of  Business  .1|&yA^\...^  „  ,  

Nation  

Incorporated  under  the  laws  of  v  ':.  „  ,  

When  Certificate  was  filed  '.  „  

Date  of  Annual  Meeting  .„  „.„..  

Authorized  and  issued  capital  stock  of  each  class  on  date  fixed  in  by-laws  for  annual  meeting:— 


CLASSES  OF  STOCK 

•far  Value 
iVr  Sfcare 

TOTAL  AUTHORIZED 
•y  Oriaeiiatio*  or  Ameatfawata 

TOTAL  ISSUED  AN[> 
OUTSTANDING 
(laclitdiag  aay  fatutd  Hock  held  «i  trta&ury  *K*k) 

No.  of 
Sfcarei 

•Total  Par 
Value 

N*  of 
Start* 

Amount  TX*e 
Taxi  Tkfrtwi 

% 

% 

NP 

•It  *t<xk  b  ofehovt  par  valve,  »tat«  **mo  par'" 


Date  of  Statement: 


ASSETS 

Cash 

Accounts  receivable,  customers 
Accounts  receivable,  other*  P  M 
Notes  receivable,  customers 
Notes  receivable,  others  .   .  , 
Merchandise  ....... 

Supplies 

Securities  |^lJ3*SSf|'-  - 
Real  Estate  ....... 

Machinery  rf  .  *       .   .   .  , 
Motor  Vehicles  and  Trailers  .  . 
Equipment  and  Tools  .... 

Furniture  and  Fixtures   .  »  . 

Prepaid  insurance.  Interest,  taxes 

fjfa-ai  ntiaiH,  traJrmarfcv.  c<«>)rlj(*u     ,  „ 

Good  Will  ....... 

Treasury  stock  .   ,   .  ,   P  . 


Profit  and  loss  (deficit) 
Total  .  . 


LIABILITIES 


••*...•*  .*••«•••  .*■•••**.  a  M 


Accounts  payable  .   .   .  * 
Notes  and  acceptances  payable 


Mortgages 


f  Sptrtfy  ttaj  of  I 
{property  nort<age4| 


Bonds  ......... 

Reser  es  (classify  below): 

N'ort:  Rwrm  tor  dVpmtatioa  or  rr*ie- 
itoo  «f  aorta,  if  aot  oVoNictt*  from  at* 
wit.  taatt  b*  appropriately  oVacribcd  to 
Mratify  ike  aueU  to  wkica  laey  apply. 


ll«tltl<IUIIMHI4t)ilHUUUllMI 


Capital  stock  with  par  value 
Capital  stock  without  par  value 

No.  of  taamf 
wMaoat  par  valor  I 

Surplus  ....... 


Total 


i  A  «...       *a  1  ■      I. 1. 1  j 


a.  Indicate  on  what  basis  any  securities  owned  are  stated  above  ("cost",  "market",  etc.)  

b.  Did  the  corporation  have  any  contingent  liabilities  not  reported  above?  „.„. 

c.  What  of  the  above  classes  of  assets.  If  any,  were  pledged?  t  

d.  Did  the  corporation  have  investment  in,  or  indebtedness  from  or  to,  any  company  or  corporation 
closely  affiliated  with  it?.....  


i 


i 


x^>\^o;— ^a^^o-- 


^^^^^^^  gt^-JT 


-/Op?/.'? 


  -  vi^ 


'    „  _-.  ■  


i 


(Sty*  (jtommimwraltlf  of  liaBflarfjiwdta 

Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth 

ABSTRACT  OF  CERTIFICATE  OF  CONDITION 

Name  of  Conionttai^  .L^.^^^^.,..;...  

Kind  of  Business,       ,  

location.  .,S.2>.D....&o/&:^  

Incorporated  under  the  laws  of  .„.^?.„..  ;  

When  Certificate  was  filed  .S\\lipV.\  '.  .'  '.  -  

Date  of  Annual  Meeting,  .„„  ,.„,  „..,„.,  

Authorized  and  issued  capital  stock  of  each  class  on  date  fixed  in  by-laws  for  annual  meeting: — 


CLASSES  OF  STOCK 

•far  Valve 
IVf  M*are 

TOTAL  AUTHORIZED 
Sy  Orgaaiiatioo  or  Amradmrat* 

TOTAL  ISSUED  AND 
OUTSTANDING 
(laclvrfiax  aay  faiuerf  alack  held  *%*  ir/asury  M*xk) 

No.  of 
Sham 

•Total  Par 
Valve 

Mo.  ol 
Skarei 

Amount  Tt.ro 
Pki4  Tfc*rroo 

Preferred    .   .  m  .  , 

$ 

% 

Common  ...*.» 

Me 

6^000 

•If  atocl  b  vfefcovl  par  valoe.  state  "oo  par" 


Date  of  Statement: 


ASSETS 


LIABILITIES 


Cash 

^(BUUMIUI(M«(llll)IUtlH< 
•aUM 1,*^**.****,*^  **************** 

• 

f...  -~  , 

Accounts  receivable,  customers 
Accounts  receivable,  others  -  . 
Notes  receivable,  customers 
Notes  receivable,  others  .   .  . 
Merchandise 

Supplies  ........ 

Securities   f«w  fewdl 

Machinery   . 

Motor  Vehicles  and  Trailers  .  . 
Equipment  and  Tools  .... 
Furniture  and  Fixtures   ,  .  . 

Notes  and  acceptances  payable 

tlMUtHIHMI>U(lUIWMIUI>l- 
MMUliUIMItUMKMUIMUIIIi 

lIHUtHIMIIMIillUttUMMHW 

•••••*■•  KM              •••»■••>•  ••a'M 

********  *******  ***********  —*  *** 

•  •MMuavu  ***.*  inaiw  ■■•.••.•>•■•**■  a  ******************  a 
•HiMHuiufUiuiuiiiiMiiuiniHuimuiMiiimi 

Mortgages  f^'J^I 

Bonds  ......... 

Reserves  (classify  below): 

Xoti:  tnervea  for  oVpreclatioo  or  rr*Jve< 
tioo  of  aiarta.  if  oot  o>4ucu4  from  as- 
jet*,  t**B  to  appropriately  ottcribed  to 
idrattfy  Ike  aorta  to  wktct.  ttvty  apply, 

"•"'»•  ■•IIIlM«M«imM»lU  M«MaMa.M,M*.a 
ummiUUt  lUUltUlUHllUdllHUUMilMIII 

•  •  a.         *  •    a.  aMa  u  M  •  •  i.at  *  ii  m  iiuim  wtf  ri  iiMiii  km 

I1UIJM.MI  W  ..MR*  UttjM  ■  «.  MM*  HUMUIIMIUIIIMIII 

•  •      IU1UU  ******************  ••■ . 

lMU.IUIUMM.MllllMIUMII.ltl 
lUmilUMllUM  Mia  U M  a.aa. MM 
t  ■  ui  t t *■•••»•■.*•  j       M  M  M  a  a  i  a* a 

■  tMIIUiill*(UCUM.I.M.II«(Htl( 

iniuuMMutinuiiutinmii 

*auM*»««a*i*u***ua*a**a***a> 

« »a»  *•.«•  iluttui  a*  •••«■<•  •■•>»• 
•  *.<*■••  L******************±***,t 

*»**!  ^**t,nf*m********t  *********** 

Prepaid  insurance,  interest,  taxes 

frtrM  rirtftto,  tf*lrmarkv  cup)  right*     ,  , 

Good  Will  ....... 

Treasury  stock  ...... 

Capital  stock  with  par  value  . 
Capital  stock  without  par  value 

No.  of  ftkam  f  1 
wittvoat  par  valve  f  | 

Surplus  ........ 

•  lMmilMIMlltlMlulMUIIil*tMJUII«MIMMtn«tH 

lii»«U(»MMMHI«MMIMItll 
a  •II.IUinuillfHIIIMMWIIIll 
i ****t*****************4***p*t*,* 

aa.a Ml  M.a.t  •  aM aidii aa.ua «  t Mats*. 

UIHIHUHMMrM  tMtlMMM.UI 

>••••«! 

MurMIUIUMIMMMlUMttMM 

Profit  and  loss  (deficit)  .   i  . 

1  ••.*•  *»<**  ***.*************•****** 

•  ■••••4tMLIMtllltWI«ttlltlUUHtlM«f«t«UtfltlUli)lt 

\ 

a.  Indicate  on  what  basis  any  securities  owned  are  stated  above  ("cost"  "market",  etc.)    

b.  Did  the  corporation  have  any  contingent  liabilities  not  reported  above?  ,  , 

c.  What  of  the  above  classes  of  assets,  if  any,  were  pledged?  ;  „„  

d.  Did  the  corporation  have  investment  in,  or  indebtedness  from  or  to,  any  company  or  corporation 
closely  affiliated  with  it?.....   ^l/^^ 


-    I,      "      "      -"    "  ^     "  V\J 

^\a*>c*^<-  ^33^  ^*WAJ^  ^3^5  ^^\0\m_ 


I 


Stye  (BommrotuiNtltli  of  Haiwar!ium»tt« 

k 

t 

Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth 

ABSTRACT  OF  CERTIFICATE  OF  CONDITION 

Name  of  Corporation.  ...ZSfr..^„...^^^^...v^fc^„...:  

Kind  of  Business,  .Z!?5vtxN*g»ta^ 
I  vocation. 


I  vocation. 

Incorporated  under  the  laws  of  y..d./..A^\^\..CS?; 
When  Certificate  was  filed.  ...2>J/M!)Zr.  I... 


Date  of  Annual  Meeting, 
Authorized  and  issued  capital  stock  of  each  class  on  date  fixed  in  by-laws  for  annual  meeting: — 


CLASSES  OF  STOCK 

■r«  v»tu* 

TOTAL  AUTHORIZED 
Br  OriuiutloA  or  AmeooWatt 

TOTAL  ISSUED  AND 
OUTSTANDING 
(lacludiajr  aay  issued  Mock  lirkf  *s  (rruury  «.tACk) 

No.  of 
Stares 

•Total  r&r 

No.  of 

Auvhim  Tkea 
r**f  Tkereoo 

% 

% 

/DO 

UP 

WOO 

•If  stock  b  olthout  par  value,  »tate  **ao  par" 


Date  of  Statement: 


ASSETS 


Oa>h   .   ,  , 

Accounts  receivable,  customers 
Accounts  receivable,  others  ,  . 
Notes  receivable,  customers 
Notes  receivable,  others  .   .  , 
Merchandise  ....... 

Supplies 


Securities  |^'E*BS|  . 
Real  Estate  ...... 

Machinery     .   .   ,   .  » 
Motor  Vehicles  and  Trailers  , 
Equipment  and  Tools  .  . 
Furniture  and  Fixtures  . 


Prepaid  insurance,  interest,  taxes 

Tito  *\  rmkK  tr**r»»rkv  «4>)ri«kt«     ,  , 

Good  Will  . 

Treasury  stock  ...... 


KIIIIHIUtUII 


Profit  and  loss  (deficit) 
Total  m  , 


LIABILITIES 

Accounts  payable  .  .  .  , 
Notes  and  acceptances  payable 


Mortgages 


f  Specify  kf*4  of  I 
Iproperty  montage*1! 


Bonds  , 

Resents  (classify  below) : 

N*OTt:  Reserves  for  depreclatioa  or  re*V« 
tk»  of  awls,  a  oot  4eo\Kte4  from  as- 
sets, stall  to  appropriately  described  to 
Mraufy  lae  auet»  lo  «k*ck  ikey  apply. 


Capital  stock  with  par  value 
Capital  stock  without  par  value 

No.  of  skamf 
wMftoai  par  value  I 

Surplus  


iiiiiiuHnHiiniiiiiiwmiHmimiiiiH 


Total 


■  HIIIUtMIUHl  »■ 


•  MtltllUMMIIIltMl 


Indicate  on  what  basts  any  securities  owned  are  stated  above  ("cost",  "market"  etc.).  

Did  the  corporation  have  any  contingent  liabilities  not  reported  above?  

What  of  the  above  classes  of  assets,  if  any,  were  pledged?  ;  

Did  the  corporation  have  investment  in,  or  indebtedness  from  or  to,  any  company  or  corporation 


closely  affiliated  with  it?.. 


^^^^  O^j^A.  -  ^\w\\ 


b6 
b7C 


3 


t 


U%  CGommmirowiltlj  of  ftowwarlfiuirtti. 


Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth 

ABSTRACT  OF  CERTIFICATE  OF  CONDITION 

Name  of  Corporation^^^^^   

Kind  of  Business  S&fcUX&tV......S^#££  „... 

location.  .. 

Incorporated  under  the  laws  of   

When  Certificate  was  filed. ,....Lhk#..  :  '.  „  

Date  of  Annual  Meeting,   [       


.  t  ■.*•  ■  •«  i»  «-• 


Authorized  and  issued  capital  stock  of  each  class  on  date  fixed  in  by-laws  for  annual  meeting:- 


CLASSES  OF  STOCK 

Tar  Vak* 
iVr  Starr 

TOTAL  AUTHORIZED  * 
ly  Oioatuttoo  or  Aawa4o*aU 

TOTAL  ISSUED  ANl> 

OUTSTANDING  ' 
(lacludioff  aay  itfttcd  (lock  ht\&  *s  treasury  *,Uk\) 

No.  of 
Shares 

*Toul  fu 
Value 

No.  of 
Skim 

AmAuni  Thro 
TaMf  Th*rfoa 

$ 

$ 

* 

Common  ■ 

/Ob 

£<ro. 

Ml  stock  k  okfcowt  par  valor,  *UU  **oo  par" 


Date  of  Statement: 


ASSETS 

Cash  ......... 

Accounts  receivable,  customers 
Accounts  receivable,  others  .  . 
Notes  receivable,  customers 
Notes  receivable,  others  .   .  . 
Merchandise 
Supplies 

Securities  fcX'J^SJI  -  - 
Real  Estate  ....... 

Machinery  ....... 

Motor  Vehicles  and  Trailers  .  . 
Equipment  and  Tools  .... 

Furniture  and  Fixtures    .   .  . 

Prepaid  insurance,  interest,  taxes 

r«t4'«|  rutai,  tr*lr<»arkv        rights     ,  m 

Good  Will  ....... 

Treasury  stock  „   .   .  .   m  m 


LIABILITIES 


ml*  ..«.■-•.««•  a... *.*•*.•■>*.••*»•*« 


Accounts  payable  .... 
Notes  and  acceptances  payable 


Mortgages  Wft'E&Srfl 


Bonds  .....,,», 
Reserves  (classify  below): 

N«rc;  Rnervn  for  drprrclatioo  or  re4uc- 
(too  of  aurts,  if  KX  oWvclr*  from  as- 
wt«.  ftiatt  bo  aporopriatttr  4ncribr4  to 
tdrotify  tar  aMrts  to  *»*»  tary  apply. 


Capital  stock  with  par  value 
Capital  stock  without  par  value 

No,  of  *am| 
witboot  par  valor  | 

Surplus  ....... 


*.*  •  a*  u  »  ■  t  r  u  »a  i 


■  tiiiunMiMittm 


Profit  and  loss  (deficit)  , 

Total  .  .  .  .  .[|/^42^WTS^  Total  ....  ,j  633/79/ 

a.  Indicate  on  what  basis  any  securities  owned  are  stated  above  ("cost",  "market",  etc.) 


b.  Did  the  corporation  have  any  contingent  liabilities  not  reported  above?  t  

t\  What  of  the  above  classes  of  assets,  if  any,  were  pledged?  ;  ,  „ 

d.  Did  the  corporation  have  investment  in,  or  indebtedness  from  or  to,  any  company  or  corporation 
closely  affiliated  with  it  ?......  


"Ws.c*aw>-  ^<^^  ^  ^j^s^—  &s  Move. 


%  "^Wrt^  A^33i^\\tf-^  ^^**\^*<^  ^^a^^.  <\\\<a\v^ 

^  ^1*1?*  °\^-%«^ 


-  -         ®fc  OommrniuiwIH  °f  fltawnrlfuiirtta 

A  ,  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth 

ABSTRACT  OF  CERTIFICATE  OF  CONDITION 

Name  of  Corporation.  ....^.&!&tS^.  .^&$»..  

Kind  of  Business.  S^VO;^SX  Z&*&S\L&S>.  &^)S&„..^!).m.L......  

i^tion  J.M...MMUX.  SJ2y..M^hiTPU,lM^,  L 

Incorporated  under  the  laws  of  .^^a....^/^.7/S£:  

When  Certificate  was  filed.  /.G/lfytil  :  .„  ..„.„  

Date  of  Annual  Meeting.  ;  ....„.„..„„.....„......  

Authorized  and  issued  capital  stock  of  each  class  on  date  fixed  in  by-laws  for  annual  meeting:-- 


CLASSES  OF  STOCK 

Tat  Value 
ivr  >hare 

TOTAL  AUTHORIZED 
•jr  Oaakiiatio*  or  Ameadmeatt 

TOTAL  ISSUED  AND 
OUTSTANDING 
tiftclodia*  a*jr  Issued  Mock  fcrtd  Irfa-nKy 

No.  of 
Shares 

•Total  far  r 
Value 

No.  of< 
Sfcarea 

AmouM  Thea 
tai4  Tawoo 

Preferred    .  .  .  .  . 

* 

$ 

/Ob 

if  ooo 

*If  stotk  h  a  it  tout  par  value,  >Ute  **ao  par" 


Date  of  Statement: 


ASSETS 

Ca>h  ......... 

Accounts  receivable,  customers 
Accounts  receivable,  others  .  . 
Notes  receivable,  customers 
Notes  receivable,  others  .   ,  . 
Merchandise  ....... 

Supplies  ,  . 

Securities    fewept  »Km«  Issued) 

Real  Estate  ....... 

Machinery  ....... 

Motor  Vehicles  and  Trailers  .  « 
Equipment  and  Tools  .  .  ,  . 
Furniture  and  Fixtures    .  ,  . 


Prepaid  insurance,  interest,  taxes 

T*u  *\  rural*,  iratlrmark^  c«4>)rifttt*     ,  . 

Goodwill  ....... 

Treasury  stock  ...... 


Profit  and  loss  (deficit) 
Total  .  . 


iliUMKItUIMflt^HtUIMItit 


LIABILITIES 

Accounts  payable  .  .  .  *  . 
Notes  and  acceptances  payable 


Mortgages  {p^Sj'JlSi^l 


Bonds  ......... 

Reserves  (classify  below): 

Notti  Reserves  for  depreciation  or  redot- 
tkm  of  assets,  if  aot  deducted  from  as- 
sets, stall  be  appropriately  described  to 
idratify  tae  assets  to  *»tca  taey  apply. 


*j  •.*  *  r.  <■•••*  a.  ...      HMMtMrnMuiiiuiui  »t»  urn 

Capital  stock  with  par  value 
Capital  stock  without  par  value 

No.  of  stare*  1  1 
without  par  value  I  f 

Surplus   .  . 


Total 


*  J  ■  L*  » 1 1  *  t  *  *»,*,.  UllfUlK 


•  I.M ... •••  «  .«.««•*  •  I 


$  /  07L1LOQ 


a.  Indicate  on  what  basis  any  securities  owned  are  stated  above  ("cost",  "market",  etc.). 

b.  Did  the  corporation  have  any  contingent  liabilities  not  reported  above?  ,  

c.  What  of  the  above  classes  of  assets,  if  any,  were  pledged?  ;  

<!.  Did  the  corporation  have  investment  in,  or  indebtedness  from  or  to,  any  company  or  corporation 
closely  affiliated  with  it?.....  


1 


©Ije  GInmmmttuealtff  of  liaflHarlymiettii 

Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth 
ABSTRACT  OF  ARTICLES  OF  ORGANIZATION 

Name  of  Corporation 
Location 

bate  of  Incorporation    l^^^j^l^T*  ......   

President  ^Vfe\&  S.,.^\^^>A...V.^^...3^\^.^VM^,,  ^Q^^W^^t 

Treasurer  ...^SfcfcSCX  ..S^SSu          ™   ,U 

Clerk     ^3^,  ^^A.Vi.NZWG»!^  

Directors 


if 


u 

u 

U 

(( 

"if 

The  total  capital  stock  to  be  authorized  is  as  follows: 

Without  Par  Value 


With  Par  Value 


Class  of  Stock 

No.  of  Shares 

No.  of  Shares 

Par 

'Value 

Amt. 

Preferred 

Common 

<rdO 

A/ME- 

The  amount  of  capital  stock  now  to  be  issued  is  as  follows: 


Number  of  Shares 


Class  of  Stock 

Without  Par  Value 

With  Par  Value 

Preferred 

Common 

V 


b 
b 


Secretary  of  ike  Commonwealth 


ABSTRACT  OF  CERTIFICATE  OF  CONDITION 

Name  of  Corporation,....^^^  .1^  „  

Kind  of  Business  .CO.\^SB^C3&^!k.  *  

location,  

Incorporated  under  the  laws  of  „  „.   :  .„. 

When  Certificate  was  filed  fffc^&^V.  i  „  

Date  of  Annual  Meeting,  „  


Authorized  and  issued  capital  stock  of  each  class  on  date  fixed  in  by-laws  for  annual  meeting:— 


CLASSES  OF  STOCK 

T*f  Volue 
iVf  Mivc 

TOTAL  AUTHORIZED 
%t  Onuniiatk*  or  Ameodmtott 

TOTAL  ISSUED  ANIl 
OUTSTANDING 
(IftclooHof       iwtrttf  Mock            treasury  M<Kk) 

No.  of 
Sk*r« 

*Toul  \u 
Vtvtwc 

No.  of 
Stem 

Aaaum  Tfc*» 
r»«l  TK#reo« 

$ 

$ 

•It  stock  b  okfcoot  par  vtloe,  *Ut*  "»o  p*f- 


Date  of  Statement: 


ASSETS 

Cash 

Accounts  receivable,  customers 
Accounts  receivable,  others  .  . 
Notes  receivable,  customers 
Notes  receivable,  others  .   .  , 
Merchandise  ....... 

Supplies  ........ 

Securities   Uwtpi  t\o*t  twocd! 
Real  Estate 

Machinery  ....... 

Motor  Vehicles  and  Trailers  .  . 
Equipment  and  Tools  .  .  .  , 
Furniture  and  Fixtures   ,   .  . 

IIPXIKIIIIIKKM  UltlMtlllJUItlltUMItlUMUUMM 

Prepaid  insurance,  interest,  taxes 

ritritl  n«M>,  tr*irmark«,  04* >  rt«ih     ,  fc 

Good  Will  ....... 

Treasury  stock  ...... 


Profit  and  loss  (deficit) 
Total  ,  . 


lunuwtMMii 
UHUHtUUiWIUtlMniMIMI 


4  *••»•••••  •*•••■*•■•*»«  *••.*•• 


LIABILITIES 

Accounts  payable  .   ,  , .  k 
Notes  and  acceptances  payable 


Mortgages  {p^^Jlo^^l 


Bonds   .  . 

Reserves  (classify  below): 

Noti:  fttwrm  for  tfepffclotioo  or  reoN*. 
I  km  of  twets,  if  ool  4r4ucte4  from  as* 
set*.  UaLf  »•  appropriate!/  0>*cribf<fl  to 
Mrotify  la*  iwtt  lo  vfcicfc  (toy  Apply. 


Capital  stock  with  par  value 
Capital  stock  without  par  value 

No.  of  soamf  I 
wkoooi  par  valotf  I 

Surplus  ....... 


Tot  At 


«  *•  «  *  *  .  •  *  •  HI*  HI 


a.  Indicate  on  what  basis  any  securities  owned  are  stated  above  ("cost",  "market",  etc.). 

b.  Did  the  corporation  have  any  contingent  liabilities  not  reported  above?  

c.  What  of  the  above  classes  of  assets,  if  any,  were  pledged?  ;  

tl.  Did  the  corporation  have  investment  in,  or  indebtedness  from  or  to,  any  company  or  corporation 
closely  affiliated  with  it?...v  


i 


city*  ©ommimunroltlj  of  ffaaflarlfuflrtfo 

Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth 

ABSTRACT  OF  CERTIFICATE  OF  CONDITION 

Name  of  Corporation.  ...^^^..i^S^^V.  .Ifc&S,  

Kind  of  Business.  ,.!S^gft^  SSkSS^aU.. 

location. 

Incorporated  under  the  laws  of   , 

When  Certificate  was  filed,  .VO^£^£!&r  

Date  of  Annual  Meeting,   , 


Authorized  and  issued  capital  stock  of  each  class  on  date  fixed  in  by-laws  for  annual  meeting:-*- 


CLASSES  OF  STOCK 

'far  Value 
IVi  Sbarr 

TOTAL  AUTHORIZED 
ty  Ortaaitatkm  or  Ameadaseats 

TOTAL  ISSUED  AND 
OUTSTANDING 
(lacludiag  aay  issued  Hock  brtd  <n  treasury  ^t) 

No.  of 
Sbares 

•Total  P» 
Value 

No,  of 
Sbares  . 

•AhmmiM  Tbea 
Pai4  Tbrreoo 

Preferred  (   .   *  .   ,  . 

Common 

/.s7> 

"  VP 

.  /.<rz> 

'/nt<<z>o- 

s 

•II  stock  b  okbout  pa/  value,  vtste  **m  par" 


Date  of  Statement: 


ASSETS 

Ca>h 

Accounts  receivable,  customers 
Accounts  receivable,  others  .  . 
Notes  receivable,  customers 
Notes  receivable,  others  .   .  . 

Merchandise  . 

Supplies 

Securities    f*w*M  Issued) 

Real  Estate  ....... 

Machinery  ....... 

Motor  Vehicles  and  Trailers  .  . 
*  Equipment  and  Tools  .... 

Furniture  and  Fixtures    .   .  . 

Prepaid  insurance,  interest,  taxes 

fjfcat  rtiratv  lr*lrfnark*.  ov)ri|(*t«     ,  , 

Good  Will  ....... 

Treasury  stock  ...... 


LIABILITIES 


Profit  and  loss  (deficit) 
Total  .  . 


Accounts  payable  .... 
Notes  and  acceptances  payable 


•  ••Mt  HIIMHIUIiinilUIUiMIU.Ij.HMMlll 

Mortgages  IJS^/HAU 


Bonds  ......... 

Reserves  (classify  below): 

Koti:  t  nerves  lor  depreclatioa  or  r*doe« 
(too  of  assets.  41  aot  deducted  from  as- 
sets,  sball  be  appropriately  described  to 
Mraitfy  tbe  a>*eu  u  wbtcb  ibejr  apply. 


Capital  stock  with  par  value 
Capital  stock  without  par  value 

No.  «f  sbares  f  I 
»  about  par  valve  I  f 

Surplus  ........ 


Total 


■••••■*>  **>•<•  & .  ■  .»  ■ 


a.  Indicate  on  what  basis  any  securities  owned  are  stated  above  ("cost",  "market",  etc.).,  ,  

b.  Did  the  corporation  have  any  contingent  liabilities  not  reported  above?  

c.  What  of  the  above  classes  of  assets,  if  any,  were  pledged?  ;  ,  ,  , 

tl  Did  the  corporation  have  investment  in,  or  indebtedness  from  or  to,  any  company  or  corporation 
closely  affiliated  with  it?...v  


V 


ollye  CdommiTttut^altlf  of  MmaadimHta 

Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth 

ABSTRACT  OF  CERTIFICATE  OF  CONDITION 

Name  of  Corporation,  ..S£&0§S&  Q^^S^^ 

Kind  of  Business  <L&>&5^CS^^  1  .;_  

location  N^...!^^^:..^xt.S«Ki5^  .'  \  

Incorporated  under  the  laWs  of  .j.....  :  

When  Certificate  was  filed  Q/SfaZr.  :  .'.  M...  

Date  of  Annual  Meeting,  „  '„„  mi  

Authorized  and  issued  capital  stock  of  each  class  on  date  fixed  in  by-laws  for  annual  meeting,*-- 


CLASSES  OF  STOCK 

'Par  Value 
IVf  Share 

TOTAL  AUTHORIZED 
Ry  Oxaftiutio*  or  Asneaoweots 

TOTAL  ISSUED  ANI> 
.OUTSTANDING 
(  factorial  aay  itfwti  stock  fceUf  *s  treasury  M*ck) 

No.  of 

Sfc4r« 

•Total  rar 
Valve 

No,  of 

Amount  The* 

_  r*wi  TK*r*o« 

Preferred    *   .  ,   .  . 

$ 

% 

top 

tf>T> 

top 

•If  stock  h  okhovt  par  valve.  »tate  mm  par* 

Date  of  Statement:....,  „  ,  


ASSETS  LIABILITIES 


Cfeh  ......... 

Accounts  receivable,  customers 
Accounts  receivable,  others  .  . 
Notes  receivable,  customers 
Notes  receivable,  others  .   .  . 

Supplies  ........ 

Securities  |*w<* 

Real  Estate  ....... 

Machinery 

Motor  Vehicles  and  Trailers  *  . 
*  Equipment  and  Tools  .   .   .  . 
Furniture  and  Fixtures   .   .  - 

■•••■»>*•(•»••••■••••  ■■••*• 

*»  ai  tuttu 

•.Mt,ti«iu«nn  *u  in    u  •  •*  ■  u. 

*■•■•■•■•■••*••■••••  Ul  •••»•••• 
•  IMIIHMMtilMltMttMltHMl 

>■»•••< 
•••••••< 

Accounts  payable  ..... 
Notes  and  acceptances  payable 

•  ■••ItHMIMIIIIMHUIIVinilUUl  IIIIHIMHII 

•  itUIUUIIUKMMIMHiMIMIMttnulUIIUIIWIIIM 

Mortgages  |p4&,'JIS£ikl 

•«••■•  M»  II  ■  MlllllitMtU  MllillCHUI  III  IIUIII  || 

Bonds  ......... 

Reserves  (classify  below): 

N'ort:  Reserves  for  drpreclatioa  or  rroW< 
•too  of  assets,  if  aot  4e*»cte4  from  as- 
sets, taatt  be  appropriately  4etcribf4  to 
tdratify  it*  assets  to           taey  apply, 

HiiMlllillfMIIHlMllMltlllwHillHMuuiuMlllll 

•uiiHiiumruiiittuiiiiHuiuiiiuiiiMMiiiiiimi 
 MmilMIIHi»Im»i»i;ili  in  a  hi  i  ttliuiut  M  li.  ii 

IIIIIUIUIUUI  MllUIMIIl|ltillllMI|.|t^UC,,|llMlM 
lCUtllll|l.lllHllllllMlti«i(unuilMUIIHII(ll  III  11 

Capital  stock  with  par  value  . 
Capital  stock  without  par  value 

f  No.  of  aftamf              r  1 
wliaooi  par  value  |  f 

Surplus  ........ 

^  •UIWIUM  41..I  »**  *  U  ■  !•!.*• 

iiiiiiiaiiiiifitMiuntutimii . 

•              UIMWIlll  JHflllltll. 

IIMIIIIIIXMIIIIIIIIIUIIIIIHI 

n  •  in  i  lumii  r<  1 1  ir<i  i  f  u  «M  t  m 

HlKIMllfUUlMlllKMLKllIl) 
Mllia)UIIUHUI|l>IIMHfllll 

4 

trtiftn 
it ■••■•< 

in  i  ii  i  in  •  mi  ,i  in  iii  i  u  in  t  r,  tJ 

IMltMNuaitMllcuilllMuill 
•  ■ii*K*l4lii>i|i*i«.iiin*li,>ii«i 
<  ■•UlHIM«W*llMitU4IU(MI>l 

*•■•*••••■■«■•••••••• 

Prepaid  insurance,  interest,  (axes 

tifcrM  rttftiK  tr*lrmart\.  «4j>  rights     ,  m 

Oood  Will  ....... 

Treasury  stock  ...... 

>.«r*l«l ll  lllt(U«iMluMi*UUI((IMU><«l»flitllMtl 

untii.tiiitii'xuurtiiiKiiiti.MtiMuitHwtuMMMti 
« 1 6  nit  i  >  i  u    1 1  •  •  1 1  (i  i.m  u  1 1 1  •  iiM  in  •,•«•  mm  ••••■•<■ 

Profit  and  loss  (deficit)  ,   :  . 

Total  „  .  .  lm  . 

MiuiiiuiiiuUi,n„„IMHU, 

*•••*•••  V..M1V.1 1.1 .1I4W  ■■•in,,.. 

•  •*••••■•*■«•••,•••••••«*••■.*•*■ 

•  •••  1 11  ..*«.**.•#  til  II 

UIHI|IHIIItHIIM«IHMHIHIIIl|limHIIH»llltlM 

 MlllllllMIKii,,!,,  , 

a.  Indicate  on  what  basis  any  securities  owned  are  stated  above  ("cost",  "market",  etc.) 

b.  Did  the  corporation  have  any  contingent  liabilities  not  reported  above?  

c.  What  of  the  above  classes  of  assets,  if  any,  were  pledged?  *  


d.  Did  the  corporation  have  investment  in,  or  indebtedness  from  or  to,  any  company  or  corporation 


closely  affiliated  with  it?..... 


b6 
hlC 


3. 


Secretary  of  tie  Commonwealth 

ABSTRACT  OF  CERTIFICATE  OF  CONDITION 

Name  of  Corporation,  .kS^S^fe  &St3»38S^ 

Kind  of  Business  £5aOsS^ttS>^.. 

location  

Incorporated  under  the  laws  of  x  u  

When  Certificate  was  filed  M^tiZ?..  \  L  

Date  of  Annual  Meeting,  ...„  .„  .„  „  „..„  „„„  

Authorized  and  issued  capital  stock  of  each  class  on  date  fixed  in  by-laws  for  annual  meeting:-— 


CLASSES  OF  STOCK 

Tar  Value 
IVi  Sfcarr 

TOTAL  AUTHORIZED 
•y  Otaaiutioa  or  AmeftAnrftts 

TOTAL  ISSUCr*  AND 
OUTSTANDING 
(Iftcludiac  My  l*u*d  aloti  held  «*  treasury  *.K*l) 

Na.  al 
Shares 

»Ta«al  fu 
Value 

N#.  «f 
Store* 

Amount  Theft 
fa  mI  TKrr«o* 

$ 

$ 

up 

•II  atovk  b  atttout  par  valae.  Uate  **»o  par" 


Date  of  Statement: 


ASSETS 

Ca>h  „   .   .  . 

Accounts  receivable,  customers 
Accounts  receivable,  other*  m  , 
Notes  receivable,  customers  . 
Notes  receivable,  others  .   .  . 
Merchandise  ....... 

Supplies  ........ 

Securities  fc^'MCI  ■  - 
Real  Estate  ....... 

Machinery  , 

Motor  Vehicles  and  Trailers  .  . 
Equipment  and  Tools  .... 
Furniture  and  Fixtures   .  .  . 


Prepaid  insurance,  interest,  taxes 

Tab  M  f  'm%t>.  traJrmarfc*.       rl*»H    ,  , 

Good  Will  ....... 

Treasury  stock  ...... 

MIUKflLMMtUIHiMfUIUIIUUHMIIIIUIUHMIMII 


Profit  and  loss  (deficit)  . 

Total  .  ,  . 


imntiiiMti 


niuiiiiunuituiiNntiiMi 


lilHtllMIUIHUMIIIU  > 


liWHNtMilMtMIMMil 


I*  •»*•••*.■••*. ••••«•••«.■ 


LIABILITIES 


Accounts  payable  .  .  .  .  . 
Notes  and  acceptances  payable 


Mortgages  WfeWKkl 


•  •••■»••.»•*  •  At  ••***..*•  t  ml 


Bonds  ...   

Reserves  (classify  below): 

N'ort:  Rnmn  for  4rprectati««  «r  rf4i*c- 
lioa  «l  aiaeta.  If  aot  4r4»ct*4  from  as- 
arli.  than  to  appropriately  4e*cribe4  to 
Mratify  tie  a>aeu  la  »iwfc  tUy  apply. 


IIMlUltlUIUil  UUUUIUMIUIIIMMllI  M 


Capital  stock  with  par  value 
ital  stock 

Ta.  «f  atom  I 
il  pai 

Surplus 


Capital  stock  without  par  value 

Na.  «f  atom  f  I 
wktoai  par  vat**!  f 


Total 


•*  •*«       •  UIUU  LI 


IMtUHUlllUIIIIUIIlMU 


a.  Indicate  on  what  basis  any  securities  owned  are  stated  above  ("cost",  "market"  etc.). 

b.  Did  the  corporation  have  any  contingent  liabilities  not  reported  above?  ,  

c.  What  of  the  above  classes  of  assets,  if  any,  were  pledged?  ;  

tl  Did  the  corporation  have  investment  in,  or  indebtedness  from  or  to,  any  company  or  corporation 
closely  affiliated  with  it?  


FD-340  REV- 


Date  Received         x/ /  <fr  /'Tj         X.  — ^ 

(NAME   O^"  CONTRIBUTOR) 


.to  6 
Jd7C 


(ADDRESS  OF  CONTRIBUTOR) 


<CltY  AND  STATE) 

X  ^  g_€L, 


(NAME   Or1   SPECIAL  AGENT) 


turned 


celpt  Given  |  | 


orlgrfclon  a 


¥ 


i 


June  27,  1979 


 I  have  received  this  date  from  Special  Agent 

I                    I  77  pages  of  campaign  contributions 
relative  to  Hayor  KEVIN  WHITE'S  197L-campaign^  


OPTIONAL  FORM  NO.  10 

/UlY  1»7«  COITION 

OSA  FFMR.  (41  CFR)  )0t.lt.« 


TO 


UNITED  STATES  GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 


from  :  //?  ^otfw" 
subject:  KiV/f'    L>\fi  0?  • 


0/V  A 


/  7^    \jyh  $ 


DATE 


:  >-/W 


*?■>■ 


b6 
b7C 
b7D 
b7E 


Uav.v     //,//•*/*-  <>* 


0 


o 


jB#7  J7 Savings  Bonds  Regularly  on  the  Payroll  Savings  Plan 


0$  (Rev. 


* 


Transmit  in , 


Via 


Airtel 


(Type  in  plaintext  or  code)  (Precedence) 


o 

OS 

63 

•J 


2/24/75 


TO:     ,  SAC,  Boston  (92-2202) 
Trow:    Directoi^,  FBI 
KEVIN  H.  WHITE/ 


(Oatt) 


AR-HOBBS  ACT 


ReBStel  2/21/75,  and  Butelcal  2/24/75. 

This  will  confirm  reButelcal  wherein  you 
were  advised  that  travel  of  SA  Robert  E.  Sheehan  to 

i  Florida,  for  the  purpose  of  interviewing 


bo 
b7C 


Jwas  not  justified  and,  therefore,  not  authorized. 


The  Tampa  division  is  to  be  expeditiously  furnished  back- 
ground information  concerning  this  matter  and  requested 
to  conduct  necessary  interview. 

The  Bureau  is  to  be  kept  apprised  of  all 
pertinent  developments  in  this  matter. 


5: 
5 

CO 


I 

CO 


AIRTEL 


* 


2/24/T5 


/ 


TO: 
PR  CM: 

SUBJECT: 


SAC,  TAMPA 


SAC,  BOSTON  (92-2202)  (P) 
KEVTN  H.  WHTTEl 


-22< 


AR  -  HOBBS  ACT 


bo 
b7C 


For  info  Tampa,  the  following  data  is  set  forth: 

KEVIN  H.  WHITE  was  re-elected  Mayor  of  Boston  In 
November,  1971>  and  is  a  candidate  for  re-election  in 
November,  1975.   WHITE  has  received  considerable  national 
publicity  *e  his  potential  as  a  vice  presidential  nominee 
on  the  Democratic  Ticket  In  the  forthcoming  National  election. 


provided  the  following  information: 


in  Hartford,  Connecticut.    JAMES  A,  FRANEY,  INC.  (JAP)  was 
a  waste  disposal  company  operating  primarily  in  the  City  of 
Boston.    JAF  was  also  purchased  by  Sanitas  and  called  Sanitas 
Waste  of  Mass.  I  Jwa8J  _,  I 

of  the  JAF  contracts  with  the  city  of  Boston.   Tne  contract 
that  Sanitas  acquired  via  JAF  for  waste  disposal  for  the 
downtown  area  of  Boston  was  extremely  valuable. 


-  Tampa 

-  Boston 
RES:gm 


BS  92-2202 

in  1971,  aware  that  the  City  of  Boston  in  the 
following  year  would  award  new  contracts  for  waste  disposal, 
I         I  felt  It  essential  that  JAP  solidify  itself  for  the 
forthcoming  bids.    A  friend  of  WHITE* s  indicated  a  contribu- 
tion to  WHITE'S  forthcoming  campaign  would  be  a  good  move, 
I  I  agreeing,  both  wanting  to  go  into  the  bid  strong 

and  aware  that  the  bids  did  not  necessarily  have  to  go  to 
the  low  bidder.  I  I  and  he  decided  to  make  a  $10,000 

contribution  and  prior  to  or  about  the  time  of  the  primary 


Election  (9/Xk/TX)  I  I  gave  $5,000  in  cash  in  an  envelope 

to  Mayor  WHITE  in  WHITE'S  office,  1  rpresent.    They  wished 

WHITE  well  and  said  they  would  make  a  contribution  of  $10,000, 
$5.000  to  be  given  later.   ~WHITE  was  made  aware  that  I  I 
was  1  I  and  fact  that  the  money  was 

coming  from  Sanitas.    WHITE  referred  to  the  other  contractors 
saying  that  a  couple  of  the  "sons  of  bitches"  did  not  do  the 
right  thing  and  that  he.  WHITE,  was  going  to  fix  them.  About 
a  month  later , I  I  again  went  to  WHITE'S  office, 

JflilfPE  turning  over  $5,000  in  cash  in  an  envelope  that  I   I 

provided.    In  both  instances  the  cash  was  given  to  I  |by 

I  land  came  from  an  I  I would  present  a 

voucher  to  JAP  forsome  type  of  phony  services,  the  JAP  check 
made  payable  tol       land  then  deposited/in  the  l  l 
cash  withdrawn  via  two  or  three  checks  in  odd  amounts. 

In  about  February,  1972,  I  I  met  with  other  waste 

disposal  contractors  who  had  contracts  with  the  City  of  Boston 
to  discuss  the  forthcoming  bids.    The  meeting  took  place  In 
I's  office  in  South  Boston  and  present  were 

J  of  Dooley  Disposal, I  I  of 


M  &  C  Disposal,  1  |(ph)  of  Howard  Disposal, 

and  I  KpnT^   During  this  and  a  subsequent  meeting 

an  agreement  was  made  as  to  who  would  bid  which  one  .  of  the 
eight  available  districts  and  the  bid  price  he  would  submit. 
The  hid  price  would  include  a  normal  profit  figure,  plus  an 
additional  profit,  over  and  above  the  normal.    It  was  agreed 
that  it  would  not  look  good  if  all  the  contractors  bid 
successively  on  the  districts  they  had  the  previous  contract, 
all  agreeing  to  bid  low  on  another  .district,  the  understanding 
there  would  be  no  problem  swapping  back  to  original  districts 
after  the  contracts  had  been  awarded iwith  the  approval  of 
Boston  Commissioner  of  Public  Works  JOE  CASAZZA. 
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The  JAF  bid  included  an  additional  profit  til^re 
of  about  $150,000  over  and  above  a  normal  vv^^ 
taowledgeable'ln  the  disposal  business  wlwlngtlw  Prtcw 
should  have  known  the  bids  contained  unusual  profit  factors. 
I  I  noted  the  City  of  Boston  contracted  waste  disposal 

services  for  $l,5o£ooo.00  less  in^his  current  extract, 
as  dislfnluished  from  the  contract  J"^'^*?72' ■  the  mo8t 
recent  contract  not  subject  to  pre-rigged  bids.) 

After  the  1972  olds  were  awarded  some^of  the 
e> ftnt rae tors    including  JAF,  were  allowed  to  switch  back  from 
S?2t£cts awarded to those  handled  in  the  previous  contract. 
districts  awaraeq  ™    ked  Mh  elther  Mayor  WHITE  or  CASAZZA 

to  accomplish  the  switches  on  the  basis  that 
servicing  the  districts  had  the  proper  equipment  and  could 
dlTbetter  Job  at  the  price  awarded  than  could  newcomers 
to  the  district* 


[ 


la  waste  disposal  cobp^^** 
a  cuouia^ry  x  oi  ^iuv«>  .v«v.—.vting  a  low  bi<L_for_t_e  s  

"4n  t  qt3I  — I  told  T  I  he  could  not  bid  the 

10   bHa^ii  I     '     I hadW^oiitracl.  threatening- 
] after  heated  arguments, I  I  stating  ne_ 


when[ 

a  company. 


Citro?B^Cb42kuse  L^Jhad  the  contract,  threatening 

S  «h<UtT^ I  after  heated  arguments,   

would  report  the  natter  to  the  Attorney  General.  [ 
™  1  met  with  1  Mn  an  effort 


this  dispute. [ 
QfT  I 


1  in  an  effort  to  resolve 


1 


^backiW^m;^^ deciding  to  get  rid 


It  has  been  determined  that[ 


Florida  area  and  can  be  contacted  ^^eJefJ°?eflnu5b^ 
r  ~L  which  Tampa  Office  advised  js  listed  to 


]ls  in  the  Tampa, 


be 
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Florida.  ~ ~ ~ ~ " 

instant  case  receiving  priority  attention  in 
Boston  Office,  as  well  as  Office  of  U.  S.  Attorney.    To  date, 
Soston  has  been  able  to  control  Investigation  so  that  no 
n^wsSpef  publicity  has  yet  been  received.   -Efforts  continuing 
to  maintain  this  status  until  after  interview  of|  [ 


he 

hlC 
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Is  the  only  person  who  can  corroborate 
cash  payments  to  WHITE*    Tampa  should  immediately  contact 
him  and  obtain  from  him  all  data  re  his  knowledge  of  payments 
to  WHITE  and  other  officials,  as  well  as  data  he  can  provide 
concerning  rigged  bids  for  City  of  Boston  disposal  contracts 
In  1972.    Data  set  forth  above  is  "to  give  Tampa  sufficient, 
h&gkgrouna  to  handle  the  interview  as  distinguished  from 


providing!    imm  ww  opswiix^o  >**     .*.„,...,.  '*-.»'•""  j 

should  be  made  to  obtain  information  concerning  payoff s  ftnct 
rigged  bids  as  specific  as  possible,  and I  \  should  be 

asked  to  provide  what  data  he  can  concerning  others  who  have 
knowledge  of  payoffs  and  rigged  bids> 


with  the  Specifics  set  forth.  Efforts 


Tampa  should  immediately  contact  [ 


Boston  with  results  in  an  FD-302  as  soon  as  possib 


and  provide 


Ian 
fte. 
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J      OPTIONAL  FORM  NO.  10 
m*        /VVY  1973  COITION 

fpmr  <4i  cr*t  loiai.e 
UNITiSD  STATES  GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 

to       :   S  A  C  (92-2202) 


4 


date:  2/28/75 


from    :   SA  ROBERT  E.  SHEEHAN 


subject:  KEVIN  H.  WHITE) 
et  al 
AR  -  HA 


On  2/27/75  SA 


]  and  writer  wen 


J 


to  I  1  Rhode  Island  to  Interview  a  I  I. 

I  ~L    Prom  I  ~l  I  telepnonicaiiy 

contacted  the  |  I  residence  to  determine  If  he  was 

at  home.    A  woman, identifying  herself  as  I  ~|, 
answered  the  telephone  and  on  my  request  to  talk  to 
I  I  immediately  wanted  to  know  who  was  calling. 

I  identified  myself.    She  then  wanted  to  know  why  I  would 
be  contacting  him.    I  told  her  it  was  in  connection  with  an 
investigation  and  asked  if  he  were  home.    She  then  told  me 
I  should  talk  to  his  lawyer  or  accountant.    I  again  asked 
if  he  were  at  home,  her  reply  he  was  sick  in  bed,  again 
asking  me  why  I  wanted  him.    I  told  her  I  wanted  to  speak 
with  her  husband  and  asked  if  his  illness  were  serious.  She 
said  he  had  some  kind  of  a  bug.    I  then  told :her  in  view  of 
that  I  would  try  to  contact  him  next  week.    She  told  me  I  would 
not  do  so,  that  I  should  contact  his  lawyers,  Adler,  Pollack 
and  Sheehan,  in  Providence,  R.T.,  telephone  number  274-7200. 
She  told  me  again,  as  she  did  several  times  during  the  course 
of  the  conversation,  that  she  has  the  right  to  know  what  I 
wanted  to  discuss  with  her  husband.    I  told  her  that  my 
business  was  with  her  husband,  asking  her  if  she  would  want 
me  to  stop  by  her  house.    She  said  she  certainly  did  not  want 
me  stopping  by  her  house,  again  and  consistently  demanding Cki" 
I  talflL  her  the  purpose  of  my  contact  with  her  husband.  I 
terminated  the  conversation  by  telling  her  I  would  be  in 
touch  with  her  husband. 
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Anticipating  subsequent  service  of  subpoena, 
we  searched  fori  ~T .  stopping  a  South  Kingston 

PD  cruiser,  the  officer  contacting  the  station  via  radio 
to  locate  the  street.    We  drove  to  the  street  but  could 
not  locate  A  woman  came  out  of  one  house  and  -glared 

at  us  as  we  drove  down  the  street. 

We  went  to  the  South  Kingston  PD  to  see  if  ue 
could  locate  on  which  side  of  I  i  number 

was  located,  unsuccessfully.    Officer  I 
assisted  us.    I  overheard  the  desk  officer  telling  someone 
telephonically  that  she  should  notify  him  if  she  got  any 
further  calls  and  try  to  get  the  registration  number.  I 
asked  Off ice r  I  I  to  check  and  determine  if  the  caller 

was  I  ~L  which  it  was. 

I  I  called  the  station  at  12:^0  p.m. 


b7C 


and  told  Officer  I  I  that  she  got  a  suspicious 

call  from  a  man  who  said  he  was  with  the  FBI.    She  asked  be 
what  the  man  wanted,  per  the  police  report,  the  man  saying 
he  wanted  to  talk  with  her  husband.    The  caller  became 
obnoxious  when  she  said  he  was  sick  and  couldn't  come  to 
the  telephone.   |  | told  the  officer  she  wanted 


her  complaint  to  be  a  matter  of  record 

I  was  not  obnoxious  and  tried  to  pacify,  exclusive 
of  telling  the  nature  of  my  business,  an  extremely  aggressive, 
antagonistic  person. 

I  I  did  not  call  the  station  for  at 

least  an  hour  after  I  talked  with  her  and  did  not  provide 
the  PD  with  my  name  and  the  telephone  number  of  the  Boston 
FBI  Office  which  she  repeated  several  times  and  said  she 
was  writing  on  a  piece  of  paper. 

I  identified  myself  on  the  PD  complaint  form  as 
having  telephonically  contacted 


Above  for  record  purposes. 
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F  B  I 

Date:  3/5/75 


Transmit  the  following  in 
AIRTEL 


(Type  in  plaintext  or  code) 


Via 


(Priority) 


TO: 


SAC,  BOSTON  (92-2202) 


FROM:         SAC,  TAMPA  (9 2-1957 )(RUC) 

/, 

KEVIN  H.  WHITEr/ 


AR  -  HOBBS  ACT 


ReBSairtel,  2/24/75. 

Enclosed  herewith  for  the  Boston  Divteion  are  two 
copies  of  an  FD  302  reflecting  interview  withl 
I  I   


CD 
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It  is  to  be  noted  that  [ 


]  readily  acknowledged 


that  Sanitas,  Inc.,  paid  to  Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE  of  Boston 
or  contributed  to  his  campaign  in  1971,  the  amrtount  of 
310.000.    This  contribution  was  made  at  WHITE1 s  request. 
]  acknowledged  this;  however,  emphatically  denied 


ever  attending  any  meetings  in  which  it  was  decided  that 
after  the  bids  were  accepted  by  the  city,*: they  would 
thereafter    exchange  the  territory  back  to  the  territory 
orginally  held  by  the  different  waste  disposal  companies. 
It  appeared  to  the  interviewing  Agents  that  I  I  was 

familiar  with  the  allegation  that  had  been*made  against 
Sanitas  and  himself  and  he  would  only  admit  things  that 
did  not  appear  to  have  a  criminal  violation.    It  is 
believed  that  if  I  KPH).  United  Disposal  of 

Boston  and l  KPH)  Howard  Disposal.  Inc. . 

substantiates  the  information  furnished  by  I         ~1  regarding 
the  exchange  of  territories ,  that  thereafter  additional 
interviews  of  I  I  would  be  productive  since  he  is 

fearful  of  any  grand  jury  action.  /Vs   -no /y\ 

No  leads  are  being  set  forth  for  Boston, 'inasmuch 
as  it  is  not  known  if  these  interviews  have  been  conducted. 


be 
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but  it  is  to  be  not 
will  reside  at  the 


1-  Boston  tEnc. 
-  Tampa 


Special  Agent 


that[ 


]will  returr 


er  residence.    Durini  tV  IrpMifrsrvi 


Sent 


JLm  < 


s$^^ostor}Mfii;iti„ 


*XK  %  GOV 


r  ^^^^  / 


y  *  * 


TP  92-1-957 

of  |~ 
from[ 


he  commented  that  he  receives  a  monthly  check 
J  who  obtains  the  check  .from  the  City  of  Boston. 


He  wuld  not  elaborate  on  -why  he  receives  this  check  and  Boston 
may  desire  to  interview |  ldotir.Am^g  this  check. 


t 


t 


DIRECTOR,  FBI 


i»/21/75 


SAC3  BOSTON  (92-2202)  (P) 


KEVIN  H.  WHITE y 

AR-HOBBS  ACT 
(00;  BOSTON) 


■bo 
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*t/15/75, 


ite  Bureau  uirtel,  2/2*1/75$  0-1  form,  dated 


Following  background  in  instant  case  set  forth 
for  infornaticn  of  Bureau. 

Case  opened  2/75,  Boston  Division 3  after 
interview  by  Bureau  Agent  of  I  [  formerly 

active  in  waste  disposal  companies,  who  said  in  1371  he 
paid  $10,000  personally  "to  Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE,  Boston,  in 
connection  with  WHITE'S  then  campaign  for  re-election . 

Idescribed  the  payments  as  a  canpaign  contribution, 
feeling  the  cash  payncmts  would  solidify  Sanitas 1 ,  the 
waste  disposal  company  for  "which  }ie  worked ,  position  in 
forthcoming  City  of  Boston  bids*    In  giving  the  noney  to 
WHITE, P         Idescribed  it  as  a  campaign  contribution* 
VQIITE'  indicating  so&e  of  the  other  contractors  did  not 
do  the  right  thing*    The  cash  was  obtained  from  another 
company  account ?  said  company  billing  the  Sanitas  subsidiary 
for  the  funds  via  false  vouchers.    Sanitas  and  several  other 
companies  successfully  bid  on  the  1972  Boston  Contract,  bid 
prices  established  via  joint  effort  of  alleged  competing 
coapanies  and  including  profit  of  about  $150,000  over 
nomal  profit.    I  lhad  no  indication  the  Mayor' or  any 

city  official  aware  of  rigged  bids  or  exorbitant  profit 
figure. 


be 
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I  I  also  reported  giving  2,000  shares  in 

another  company  I  k  Reclamation  Systems,  Inc. 

<RS),  for  what  he,  I  k  paid  (16*  per  share,  stock  then 

valued  at  $10  per  share  «  current  value  2*  per  share)  to 


2-  Bureau 
(5/-  Boston 
TIES /lift 
<*♦> 


mm. 
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company  did  work  for  I  I  in  state  buildings  .  I  ~l 

claiaing I  I  gave  him,  no  edge,  insisting  on  quality 

performance .    Per  I  I ' S  request,  stock  issued  and 


nailed  to  I  I  of  Khode  Island.  Investigation 

•determined  |  |  declared  legally  incompetent  because 

of  senility  and  it  appears  doubtful  he  can  appear  before 
a  Grand  Jury.    Tha  Statute  of  Limitations  will  bar 
prosecution  of  I  I.  9/2  8/ 75  re  which  USA  nadc  aware. 

I  I  claimed  i:o  have  made  cash  available  to 

Sanitas  subsidiaries  in  Tampa,  Atlanta,  and  Detroit, 
sayings  payments  made  to  company  officials,  he  not  aware 
as  ^to  purpose  of  cash. 


be 
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]  had  no  specifics  re  other  refuse  contractors 


making  cash  payments  to  WHITE.  I  L  another 

Sanitas  official,  said  he  was  told  two  (2)  other  refuse 


contractors,  made  contributions  to  WHITE  less  than  $10,000. 

 I  acknowledged  $10,000  cash  contribution  made__ffl_ 

WHITE  but  there  is  no  consistency  between  he  and I  I 
as  i:o  how  concept  of  payment  originated. 

Dat 

of  Sanitas.  I 


Data  re  above  came  to  light  via  SEC  invest! ga|ion 


Sanitas.  I  I. originally  provided  data  re  instant  ease 

in  May,  197**  to  SONY  Department  officials,  subsequently 
being  interviewed  by  attorneys  from  the  Fraud  Section  of 
the  Department,  SDNY^  and  District  of  Mass.    7Ie  was  made 
available  for  FBI  and  IRS  interview,  1/30/75. 

USA,  Boston  extremely  reluctant  to  .conduct  topen 
investigation  re  . IfiilTE  allegations  in  absence  of  specifics 
that  would  develop  prosecutable  violation,  feeling  data  not 
solid  enough  to  openly  proceed  without  possibly  harming 
WHITE'S  chances  in  the  forthcoming  mayoralty  campaign  afl^ 
a  possibility  of  WHITE'S  obtaining  a  slot  on  the  National 
Democratic  ticket  as  Vice-President,  pursuant  to  said 
policy ,  AUSA  in  special  unit  handling  political  payoffs 
wants  to  proceed  initially  via  subpoena  of  construction 
companies'  books  and  records  to  determine  if  .a  generation 
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of  cash  to  WHITE  can  be  located.    Indications  are  that 
said  action  will  occur  within  next  two  weeks;  has  been 
awaiting  IRS  audit  results  at  Sanitas  which  will  be 
available  week  of  **/21/75. 

Boston  Office  feels  instant  case  has  little 
prosecutive  potential  for  following  reasons: 

1.  )  Both  I  1  describe  payment 
to  WHITE  as  a  political  contribution. 

2.  )  No  records  re  contributions  to  WHITE 
campaign  available  for  final  election,  1971.    The  laws 

in  Mass.  at  that  time  permitted  destruction  of  such  records 
after  18  months . 


3 .')  I  I  claimed  stock  deal  with  [ 


-b7C 
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resulted  only  from  desire  to  solidify  himself  with  I  I 
as  distinguished  from  pay-off. 

 To  date,  sole  investigation  has  consisted  of 

I  I  interviews «  efforts  to  locate  WHITE 

campaign  records,  and  documentation  of  |  ]stock  data. 

Upon  receipt  of  books  and  records  of  contractors, 
analysis  will  be  made,  necessary  interviews  conducted,  and 
report  submitted. 


3. 
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ED  CORSETTI  and  JIM  MORSE 


A  $l  million  suit  against  Mayor 
Kevin  White.  Boston's  Comr.  of  Public 
Works  Joseph  F.  Cssazza,  two  officials 
of  the  Teamsters  Union  and  several 
rubbish  collecting  concerns  has  been 
fifed  in  Norfolk  Superior  Court,  amid 
charges  of  union  pressure  and  the 
Illegal  awarding  of  city  contracts. 

-The  suit,  filed  by  tf&tick .  Atty. 
Thomas  C  O'Keefe,  Ilf,  and  Boston 
Atty.  Charles  Artesanl,  Jr.,  on  behalf 
of  F-  &  R.  Service,  Inc.,  a  Wellesley- 
based  rubbish  collection  agency,  de- 
mands that  the  court  enjoin  the  City  of 
Boston  from  exercising  the  option  to 
renew  the  rubbish  disposal  contracts 
between  the  city  and  the  companies 
which  received  the  awards. 

H  also  asked  the  court  to  determine 


and  assess  damages  against  Frank  J. 
-  McMorrow  and  Americo  Pasquale,  of- 
ficers and  members  of  Local  379  of  the 
Teamsters  Union  for  "interfering  with 
contractual  relations." 

The  suit  specifically  asked  that 
$400,000  be  granted  the  company  from 
the  union,  and  an  additional  $73,000  for 
"  the  firm's  employes*  - 

In  addition,  the  suit  asked  that  the 
contract  for  the  collection  and  removal 
of  refuse  in  Boston  proper,  Jamaica 
Plain.  North  Dorchester,  South 
Dorchester,  South  Boston  and  East 
Boston  be  rescinded  or  cancelled. 

ALSO,  THAT  the  court  order  the 
j  defendants  to  again  advertise  for  bids 
J|  in  connection  with  rubbish  disposal  for 
\\  the  entire  city  of  Boston,  and  to  deter- 
4 |,mine,  assess  and  grant  Judgement  for 


all  costs  and  expenses  against  the  de- 
fendants, as  well  as  Judgement  for 
damages. 

The  total  amount  Is  In  excess  of  $l 
million. 

In  their  complaint,  the  plaintiffs 
said  that  DPW  Comr.  Casazza  told 
them  on  June  II,  19*74,  that  their  work 
ranged  from  "good  to  excellent.*' 

However,  one  week  later,  on  June 
IS,  according  to  the  complaint,  Casaz- 
za  Informed  officers  of  the  company 
that  "unless  things  changed"  he  would 
not  recommend  F-  &  R.  Service,  Inc., 
for  the  rubbish  collection  in  East 
Boston  "because  he  would  not  risk  a 
strike  by  Teamsters*  Local  379." 

The  plaintiffs,  whose  employes  were 
affiliated  with  the  AFL-CIO,  told 
Casazza  they  would  not  breach  their 
existing  union  contract. 


.    /  ' 


According  to  the  complaint,  Casazza 
said  he  wanted  to  award  them  the 
East  Boston  contract,  but  could  not  do 
so  because  their  employes  were  not 
members  of  Teamsters'  Local  379. 
which  threatened  a  citywide  strike  or 
work  stoppage. 

THE  COMPLAINX  further"  states 
that  the  plaintiffs  believe  they  would" 
have  been  awarded *tfto  contract  if  de- 
fendants McMorrow  and  Pasquale  had 
not  caused  Casazza,  "to  "feel  threaten- 
ed" of  a  strike. 

Alfred  N.  Fisher  ana  **Mam  C 
Roberts,  president  and  vice  president, 
respectively;  of  F.  &  R.  Service.  Inc., 
met  with  Casazza  on  June  5,  1974,  at 
City  Kali. 

At  the  time,  the  complaint  says, 
Casazza  was  under  the  Impression  that 
the  firm  was  non-union.  When  Inform- 
ed that  the  employes  of  F.  &  R.  Ser- 
vice, Inc..  were  members  of  the  AFL- 
CIO,  the  complaint  claims  that  Casaz- 
za requested  Fisher  and  Roberts  to 
arrange  for  their  employes  to  Join 
Teamsters*  Local  379. 

The  plaintiffs  accused  Mayor  White 
of  approving  th«  awarding  of  contracts 
on  the  basis  of  favoritism. 

They  charged  that  Casazza,  In 
violation  of  the  law  but  with  the 
mayor's  approval,  rejected  all  bids 
and  dispensed  with  advertising  the 
bids  for  the  East  Boston  contract. 

Although  F.  &  R.  Service,  Inc.,  was 
the  low  bidder  in  East  Boston,  the 
contract  was  awarded  to  one  of  three 
other  bidders. 

Although  the  state  law  requires  any 
public  work  to  be  awarded  to  the 
lowest  bidder,  this  does  not  apply  to 
service  work,  such  as  rubbish  collec- 
tion. 

Hie  complaint  also  charges  that  In 
some  of  the  districts,  the  City  of 
Boston  awarded  contracts  for  more 
than  the  bid  price. 

THE  SUIT  CLAIMS  that  the  total 
amount  of  awards'  for  rubbish  collec- 
tion in  the  city  for  1974  was  $411,251 
more  than  the  low  bid  prices  annually 
and  $1,233,733  more  than  the  low  bid 
prices  over  the  three  year  period  of 
the  contract,  which  has  an  option  for 
renewal  after  the  first  year. 

According  to  the  complaint,  the 
primary  reason  given  by  Casazza  for 
the  rejection  of  F.  &  R.  Service,  Inc., 
was  "a  union  Involvement  that  pro- 
bably would  result  In  a  strike  or  work 
stoppage  fn  other  districts  of  the  city." 

The  plaintiffs  claim  that  unless 
Casazza  or  White  were  "intimidated  or 
threatened  or  caused  to  feel  threaten- 
ed" by  the  Teamsters'  officials, 
Casazza's  recommendation  not  t  o 
award  them  the  contract  ^'constitutes  a 
gross  abuse  of  hny  discretion  which 
Casazza  may  possess," 

The  rubbish  collection  firms  named 
as  defendants  Jn  thevtuit  were:  SCA 
Disposal  Services  <l  New  England, 
Inc.;  Browhlng*Ferd&  Industries.  Inc.; 
United  Contracting]  Company*  Inc..  of 
Boston j  Joseph*  Ambra  aa4J^w*-?*w- 
division  of  Wastgt!  Management  of 
Massachusetts,  Inc-TV^d^anita^ Waste 
Disposal _cf  Massachusetts.  Inc.    _  -  " 
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,     ,  .  •      COMMONWEALTH  OP  MASSACHUSETTS          .    .  " 
NORFOLK,  SS.                                                                              SUPERIOR  COURT  . 

F.&  R.  SERVICE/  INC.,  THOMAS  A.  GILLIS,  GARY 
CLARK,  PAUL  ARENA,  DONALD  CARPENTER,  ALLEN  COTE,  . 
GEORGE  E.  DYER,  JR.,  BERNARD  PECK  .AND  MICHAEL 
SCHIFONE 

'Plaintiffs 

• 

KEVIN  H.  WHITE,  JOSEPH  P.  CASAZZA,  CITY  OF 
BOSTON,  FRANK  J.  McMORROW,  AM5RICO  PASQUALE, 
SCA  DISPOSAL  SERVICES  OF  NEW  ENGLAND,  INC. , 
BROWNING-FERRIS  INDUSTRIES,  INC. ,  SANITAS 
WASTE  DISPOSAL  OF  MASSACHUSETTS,  INC. ,  UNITED  , 

CONTRACTING  COMPANY,  .INC.  OF  BOSTON,  JOSEPH                            "        .  . 
AMARA  AND  SONS,  INC.  ,  DIVISION  OF  WASTE 

MANAGEMENT  OP  MASSACHUSETTS ,  INC.                                        ,  . 

i 

Defendants 

COUNT  I 

1.   The  Plaintiff,  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.,  is  a  Massachusetts  corporation  duly 

organized  and  existing  with  a  usual  place  of  business  in  Wellesley  Lower  Falls, 

Norfolk  County  and  is  engaged  in  the  collection  and  disposal  of  refuse  and 

garbage;  the  Plaintiff,  Thartas  A.  Gillis,  Framingham,  Middlesex  County,  is  an 

A 

errplqyee  of  F.&  R.  Service/  Inc.  and  shop  representative  of  the  following 

other  errployees  of  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.,  all  of  whom  are  affiliated  as  xrerrfoers 

of  a  voluntary,  unincorporated  association  known  as  Local  #13974,  Uhited 

• 

■  ; — ; — — "          ,  -  2  " — " — ;  ^~ — : 

'Steeiworkers  of  America,  AFL-dO:   Gary  Clark,  Newton,  Middlesex  County;  Paul 
Arena,  Natick,  Middlesex  County;  Donald  Carpenter,  Needham,  Norfolk  County; 
Alden  Cote,  Framingham,  Middlesex  County;  George  E.  Dyer,  Jr.,  Needham,  Norfolk 
County;  Bernard  Peck,  Needham,  Norfolk  County;  Michael  Schifone,  Stoughton, 
Norfolk  County;  that  all  of  the  above  said  employees  have  contracted  for  wages 
and  conditions  of  errplqyment  for  a  three  (3)  year  terra  with  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc. 
according  to  Exhibit  "A"  attached  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof;  that  the 
above  said  errployees  are  .those  eirplcyees  of  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.  who  would 
have  worked  in  District  9,  East  Boston,  as  refuse  collectors  but  who  have  been 
deprived  of  the  said  work  because  of  certain  illegal  actions  of  the  Defendants 
as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

2.   The  Defendants  are  Kevin  K.  White,  Boston/  Suffolk  County,  individually  and 
as  he  is  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Boston;  Joseph  F.  Casazza,  Boston,  Suffolk  County, 
individually  and  as  he  is  Cotrtrdssioner  of  Public  Works  of  the  City  of  Boston; 
the  City  of  Boston,  a  municipal  corporation  within  Suffolk  County;  Frank  J. 
Mciforrow,  Weymouth,  Norfolk  County  and  Americo  Pasquale,  Quincy,  Norfolk  County, 

F 

as  they  are  both  officers  and  renters  of  a  voluntary  unincorporated  association 
known  as  Local  #379,  Teamsters,  Chauffeurs,  Warehousemen  and  Helpers;  SCA 
Disposal  Services  of  New  England,  Inc.  a  Massachusetts  corporation  with  a 
usual  place  of  business  in  Boston,  Suffolk  County  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
SCA);  Brcwning-Ferris  Industries,  Inc.,  a  Massachusetts  corporation  with  a 
usual  place  of  business  in  Brighton  District  of  Boston,  Suffolk  County  (herein- 
after referred  to  as  BFI);  Sanitas  Waste  Disposal  of  Massachusetts,  Inc.,  a 
Massachusetts  corporation  duly  organized  and  existing  vrithin  the  Qxironwealth 
of  Massachusetts  with  a  usual  place  of  business  in  South  Boston  District  of 
Boston,  Suffolk  County  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  Sanitas);  United  Contracting 
Corrpany,  Inc.  of  Boston,  a  Massachusetts  corporation  duly  organized  and  existing 
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with  a  usual  place  of  business  in  Dorchester  District  of  Boston,  Suffolk  County 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  United) ;  Joseph  Mara  and  Sons,  Inc. ,  Division  of 
Waste  Management  of  Massachusetts,  Inc.  a  Massachusetts  corporation  with  a  usual 
place  of  business  in  Hyde  Park  District  of  Boston,  Suffolk  County  (hereinafter 
referred  to  as  Anara) . 

3.  That  on  or  about  £pril  22,  1974  and  May  13,  1974,  the  City  of  Boston,  by 
and  through  its  Corcnissioner  of  Public  Works,  Defendant-Joseph  F.  Casazza, 
invited  bids  by  advertisement  pursuant  to  Section  30  of  Currently  Operative 
Provisions  of  Chapter  486  of  the  Acts  of  1909  as  amended  and  as  published  in 
the  Boston  Municipal  Register;  said  bids  were  invited  for  the  collection  and 
removal  of  refuse  to  canmsnce  on  July  1,  1974  for  the  Districts  of  the  City  of 
Boston;  that  on  or  about  toy  3,  May  24,  and  May  29,  1974,  the  bids  in 
response  to  the  said  invitation  and  advertising  were  publicly  opened  and  read; 
that  the  bids  as  opened  and  read  of  the  lewest  four  bidders  in  each  District 
together  with  their  respective  prices  are  attached  hereto,  made  a  part  hereof 
and  marked  as  Exhibit  "B" ,  .the  Plaintiffs  say  that  to  the  best  of  their  knew- 
ledge  and  belief  the  bidders  and  prices  shown  on  Exhibit  "B"  are  true  and 
accurate. 

4.  That  the  final  contract  required  by  the  City  to  be  executed  between  the 
City  and  each  successful  bidder  is  standard;  that  the  said  contract  provides 
for  a  one  year  term  with  two  (2)  City  options  to  renew;  that  your  Plaintiffs 
believe  and  therefore  aver  that  the  city  has  never  failed  to  exercise  a  renewal 
of  the  contract  for  the  collection  and  removal  of  refuse  and  that  the  contract 
is  in  fact  a  three  (3)  year  contract. 

5.  That  your  Plaintiff,  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc. ,  qualified  to  bid  and  did  bid  as 


*nbted  in  Exhibit  "B" • 

6.  The  Plaintiffs  believe  and  therefore  aver  that  in  the  late  days  of  June/ 
1974  and  several  days  prior  to  the  cormenoement  date  for  the  contract  (July  1, 
1974)  Defendant-White  approved  the  awarding  of  the  contract  to  the  bidders  and 
in  the  amounts  set  forth  in  Exhibit  "B-l"  attached  hereto  and  made  a  part 
hereof;  that  on  August  12 ,  1974  those  awards  made  in  late  June,  1974  for 
Districts  2A,  IB,  4,  6  and  8  were  published  on  August  12,  1974  at  pages  632 
and  635  in  the  Official  Chronicle  of  Boston  Municipal  Affairs,  the  City  Record 
Newspaper,  as  shown  on  Exhibits  "B-l"  and  "C"  attached  hereto  and  made  a  oart 
hereof;  that  on  Septerrher  23,  1974  those  awards  made  in  late  June,  1974  for 
the  remaining  Districts  2,  3,  5,  7,  9  and  10  were  published  in  the  said  City 
Record  at  page  743  as  shown  on  Exhibits  "B-l"  and  "D"  attached  hereto  and 
made  a  part  hereof;  that  the  publishing  of  the  awards  are  required  to  be  made 
by  Section  29  of  the  Currently  Operative  Provisions  of  Chapter  486  of  the  Acts 
of  1909  as  amended  and  as  published  in  the  Boston  Municipal  Pegister. 

7.  That  according  to  Exhibit  "D",  Defendant-White  has  allegedly  approved  the 
awarding  of  the  contract  for  Districts  2,  3,  5,  7,  9  and  10  'by  dispensing 
with  public  advertising' ;  that  according  to  Exhibit  "C"  Defendant-White  has 
allegedly  approved  the  awarding  of  the  contract  for  Districts  1A,  IB,  4,  6, 
and  8  to  the  "lowest  eligible  bidders". 

8.  The  Plaintiffs  say  that  the  contract  and  awarding  thereof  in  Districts  IB, 
2,  3,  5,  7,  9  and  10  are  illegal,  invalid  and/or  void  based  on  the  following 
facts  and  reasons  hereinafter  set  out  in  subparagraphs  (A)  -  (?) . 


VIOLATION'  OF  COMPETITIVE  BIDDING  LAW 
(SECTION  30  CURRENTLY  OPERATIVE  PROVISIONS  OF  CHAPTER  486,  ACTS  OF  1909) 


(A)  The  Plaintiffs  believe, and  therefore  aver  that  Defendant-Casazza  recom- 
mended and  Defendant-White  approved  the  awarding  of  the  contract  in  Districts 
IB,  2,  3,  5,  7,  9  and  10  in  violation  of  the  competitive  bidding  law,  afore- 
said Section  30,  because  awards  were  made  at  prices  other  than  prices  bid  and/ 
or  to  bidders  other  than  the  low  bidders  as  shown  on  Exhibit  "B-l". 

(B)  Further,  that  the  Plaintiffs  believe  and  therefore  aver  that  Defendant- 
Casazza  reccrmended  and  Defendant-White  approved  the  awarding  of  the  contract 
in  said  Districts  IB,  2,  3,  5,  7,  9  and  10  as  a  result  in  part  of  negotiations 
or  discussions  of  prices  after  the  bids  were  publicly  opened  and  read  in 
further  violation  of  said  Section  30;  that  in  District  IB,  Defendant-Casazza 
with  the  approval  of  Defendant-White  awarded  Boston  Proper  to  Defendant-Sanitas 
at  $729,363  annually  or  approximately  $86,400  more  annually  than  the  bid  price; 
that  in  District  2,  Defendant-Casazza  with  the  approval  of  Defendant-White 
purportedly  dispensed  with  advertising  and  awarded  Jamaica  Plain  to  Eefendant- 
Amara,  the  third  bidder  at  the  low  bidder's  price;  that  in  District  3,  Defendan£- 
Casazza  with  the.  approval  of  Defendant-White  purportedly  dispensed  with  adver- 
Using  and  awarded  Dorchester  North  to  Defendant-SCA  'third  bidder  at  the 
second  "bidder's  price'  which  price  was  $618,465  annually  or  approximately 
$68,357  more  annually  than  the  low  bid  price;  that  in  District  5,  Defendant- 
Casazza  with  the  approval  of  .Defendant-White  purportedly  dispensed  with  adver- 
tising and  awarded  South  Boston  to  Defendant-SCA,  the  third  bidder  at  the 
price  of  $268,558  or  approximately  $87,866  more  annually  than  the  low  bid 
price  and  $21,600  more  annually  than  Defendant-SCA  bid  itself,  that  in  District 
7,  Defendant-Casazza  with  the  approval  of  Defendant-White  purportedly  dispensed 
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'  with  advertising  and  awarded  Dorchester  South  to  Defendant-United,  the  third 
bidder,  at  the  price  of  $691,650'  annually  or  approximately  $48,687  more 
annually  than  the  lew  bid  price;  that  in  District  9,  the  Defendant-Casazza 
with  the  approval  of  Defendant-White  purportedly  dispensed  with  advertising 
and  awarded  East  Boston  to  Defendant-BFI,  the  fourth  bidder,  at  the  price  of. 
$349,218  annually  or  approximately  $78,179  more  annually  than  the  lew  bid; 
that  in  District  10,  Defendant-Casazza  with  the  approval  of  Defendant-White 
purportedly  dispensed  with  advertising  and  awarded  Roxbury  to  Defendant-BFI, 
the  second  bidder  at  the  price  of  $744,451  or  approximately  $39,751  more 
annually  than  Defendant-BFI  bid  itself;  that  the  total  amount  of  these  awards 
in  these  Districts  is  approximately  $411,251  more  than  the  lew  bid  prices 
annually  and  $1,233,753  more  than  the'  lew  bid  prices  over  the  three  (3)  year 
period. 

;  '    ABUSE  OF  DISCRETION,  VIOLATION  OF 

'  :  PUBLIC  POLICY  AND  SECTION  30 

(C)    That  if  the  Court  finds  that  the  Defendant-White  could  legally  dispense 
with  advertising  and  could  legally  dispense  with  advertising  without  notice 
and  publish  intent  and  approval  to  dispense  with  advertising  approximately 
three  (3)  months  after  actual  approval  of  the  awards  and  could  legally  by  him- 
self, employees  or  others  negotiate  with  bidders  after  bids  were  received, 
opened  and  read,  then  the  Plaintiffs  further  say  that  to  award  six  (6)  Districts 
(2,  3,  5,  7,  9  and  10)  of  ten  Districts  at  the  prices  therefor  and/or  to  others 
than  the  low  bidders  and/or  in  the  manner  awarded,  and  to  award  a  seventh  (7th) 
District  (IB)  at'  a  price  substantially  higher  than  the  bid  price,  (i)  consti- 
tutes a  gross  abuse  of  any  discretion  which  Defendant-White  may  possess  and/or 
(ii)  is  against  public  policy  and/or  (iii)  violates  and  abrogates  the  intent 


of  the  corpetitive  bidding  law,  said  Section  30. 

ABUSE  OF  DISCRETION  IN  DISTRICT  9 

(D)    That  Defendant-Casazza  requested  Defendant-Mute  to  "reject  all  bids"  and 
•dispense  with  advertising'  in  District  9;  Defendant-Casazza's  reasons  for 
rejecting  the  bid  of  your  Plaintiff,  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.,  is  required  by  law 
to  be  published  and  said  reasons  were  published  as  set  out  in  Exhibit  "D" 
,  attached  hereto;  that  the  primary  reason  given  by  Defendant-Casazza  for  re- 
jection of  your  Plaintiff,  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.,  was  because  there  was  "  a 
union  involvement  that  probably  would  result  in  a  strike  or  work  stoppage  in 
all  other  districts  of  the  City";  the  Plaintiffs  say  that  unless  Defendant- 
Casazza  and/or  Defendant-White,  their  agents,  servants  or  employees,  were 
intimidated  or  threatened  or  caused  to  feel  threatened  by  Defen<3ants-*k*fcrrcw 
and/or  Pasquale,  their  agents,  servants  or  employees,  as  is  more  fully  set  out 
in  Count  II  hereinafter,  then,  Defendant-Casazza1  s  recanrendation  not  to  award 
District  9  to  your  Plaintiff,  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.,  constitutes  a  gross  abuse 
of  any  discretion  which  Defendant-Casazza  may  possess. 

FAVORITISM 

(E)   The  Plaintiffs  are  informed  and  do  believe  and  therefore  aver  that  the 
Defendant-White  approved  the  awarding  of  contracts  at  the  aforesaid  prices  in 
Districts  1-B,  3,  5,  9  and  10  on  the  basis  of  favoritism  to  Defendant-SCA,  BFI 
and  Sanitas. 


VIOLATION  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  REQUIREMENT 
(SECTION  6,  CURRENTLY  OPERATIVE  PROVISIONS  OF  CHAPTER.  486,  .ACTS  OF  1909) 

(F)    The  Plaintiffs  believe  and  therefore  aver  that  Defendant-Casazza  recom- 
mended and  Defendant-White  approved  the  awarding  of  the  contracts  in  Districts 
IB/  2,  3,  5,  7,  9  and  10  in  violation  of  Section  6  of  Currently  Operative 
Provisions  of  Chapter  486  of  the  .Acts  of  1909  as  amended  and  as  published  in 
the  Boston  Municipal  Register  because  said  Section  6  requires  that  no  contract 
for  the  collection,  removal  or  disposal  of  refuse  extending  over  a  period  of 
more  than  one  year  shall  be  valid  without  the  approval  of  the  Fayor  and  the 
City  Council  after  a  public  hearing  held  by  the  City  Council  after  notice  in 
•     the  City  Record  newspaper;  that  no  notice  has  been  given  and  that  no  public 
hearing  has  been  held;  that  the  contract  is  by  law  and  in  fact  a  contract 
J  extending  over  a  period  of  more  than  one  year  and  therefore  the  contract  awards 
are  not  valid.        '  ' 

i  ,  1 

COUNT  II 

9.   The  Plaintiffs  say  that  on  or  about  April  7,  1974  and  toy  13,  1974  the 
City  of  Boston  by  and  through. its  Ccnrrdssianer  of  Public  Works,  Defendant- 
:  Joseph  F.  Casazza,  invited  bids  by_  advertisement  pursuant  to  Section  30  of 
Currently  Operative  Provisions  of  Chapter  486  of  the  Acts  of  1909  as  amended 
and  as  published  in  the  Boston  Municipal  Register,  for  the  collection  and 
removal  of  refuse  for  District  9,  East  Boston;  that  on  or.about  May  29,  1974 
the  bids  for  District  9  were  publicly  opened'  and  read  and  the  lowest  four 
bidders  and  their  prices  therefor  shown  on  Exhibit  "B"  attached  hereto  and 
made  a  part  hereof;  that  your  Plaintiff,  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.,  was  qualified 


to  bid  and  was  the  lowest  bidder  for  District  9;  that  the  bidder  awarded 
District  9  was  the  fourth  bidder,  Defendant-BFI,  as  shewn  on  Exhibits  "B-l" 
and  "D"  attached  hereto  and  wade  a  part  hereof. 

10.  That  the  eirployees  of  all  bidders  for  District  9  except  your  Plaintiff , 
F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.,  and  Stanley  Poketenetz,  Inc.,  are  affiliated  with  Local 
#379  of  the  Teamsters,  Chauffeurs,  Warehousemen  and  Helpers;  that  the 
Plaintiffs  are  affiliated  with  local  #13974,  United  Steelworker  of  America, 
AFL-CIO  under  written  contract  attached  hereto,  made  a  part  hereof  and,  narked 
Exhibit  "A" . 

11.  That  on  or  about  June  5,  1974,  Alfred  N.  Fisher  and  William  C.  Foberts, 
President  and  Vice-President  respectively  of  your  Plaintiff,  F.&  R.  Service, 

i  t 

Inc. ,  met  with  Defend^t-Cwmissioner  Casazza  at  City  Hall  at  the  request  of 
Defendant-Casazza  allegedly  for  customary  investigation  of  bidders;  that 
Defendant-Casazza  infonned  the  said  officers  of  the  Plaintiff  that  he  had  been 
informed  that  P.&  R.  Service,  Inc.  was  non-union;  that  the  said  officers  of 
F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.  informed  Defendant-Casazza  that  the  eirployees  of  F.&  R. 
Service,  Inc.  were  affiliated  with  the  AFL-CIO  under  a  three  year  contract 
with  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.;  that  Defendant-Casazza  stated  that  the  employees  of 
other  bidders  in  all  Districts  of  the  City  were  affiliated  with  Teamsters' 
Local  #379  and  that  he  Defendant-Casazza  was  faced  with  the  oraLnous  prospect 
that  the  Teamsters 1  Local  #379  would  strike  in  all  other  Districts  of  the  City 
of  Boston  should  he  (Defendant-Casazza)  recctmend  the  award  of  District  9  to 
F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.  whose  eirployees  are  affiliated  with  the  AFL-CIO;  further 
that  Defendant-Casazza  requested  the  said  officers  of  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.  to 
arrange  for  the  eirployees  of  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.  to  join  Teamsters '  Local  #379 
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that  said  officers  refused  because  of  its  contract  with  Local  #13974,  Exhibit 

"A".  '  '  ;  .• 

12.  That  cn  or  about  June  11,  1974  said  William  C.  Roberts  was  informed  by 
Defendant-Casazza  that  the  reports  he  (Defendant-Casazza)  sought  from  other 
cities  and  towns  serviced  for  collection  of  refuse  and/or  garbage  by  F.&  R. 
Service,  Inc.  were  ranging  from  good  to  excellent. 

13.  That  on  or  about  June  18,  1974  the  said  officers  of  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc. 
again  net  with  Defendant-Casazza  at  Defendant-Casazza  *s  request  at  Boston  City 
Hall;  Defendant-Casazza  informed  the  said  officers  that  unless  things  changed 
he  would  not  reccrmend  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.  for  the  award  because  the  employees 
of  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.  were  affiliated  with  the  AFL-CIO  and  not  the  Teamsters' 
Union,  Local  #379,  and  because  he  would  not  risk  a  strike  by  Teamsters'  Local 
#379;  that  the  said  officers  again  refused  to  change  unions  and  breach  their 
existing  Union  contract  (Exhibit  "A");  Defendant-Casazza  informed  the  officers 
that  he  (Defendant-Casazza)  wanted  to  award  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc.  the  contract 
in  District  9  but  could  not  do  so  because  the  employees  of  F.&  R.  Service,  Inc. 
were  not  affiliated  with  Local  #379  and  because  of  the  threat  of  strike  or  work 
stoppage. 

14.  That  the  Plaintiffs  believe  and  therefore  aver  that  the  Plaintiffs  would 
have  been  awarded  the  contract  and  thus  the  work  in  District  9  but  that  said 

i 

Teamsters'  Local  #379,  Defendants-MdAorrow  and  Pasquale,  or  their  agents  or 
servants,  threatened  or  caused  Defendant-Casazza  to  feel  threatened  of  a  strike 
or  work  stoppage  in  the  other  Districts  of  the  City  of  Boston. 

15.  That  the  Plaintiffs  believe  and  therefore  aver  that  the  Plaintiffs  should 


I — — — ;  ■  ' — -  ii  - — : — ;  :  : —  : — : 

•     '         '       ft.  ' 

have  been  swarded  the  contract  and  thus  the  work  in  District  9  but-  that  said 
Teamsters1  Local  1379,  Defendants-Mdtorrow  and  Pasquale,  or  their  agents  or 
servants,  threatened  or  caused  Defendant-Casazza  to  feel  threatened  of -a 
strike;  or  work  stoppage  in.  the  other  Districts  of  the  City,  of  Boston. 

16.   That  the  threat  of  strike  or  work  steppage  by* Local  #379,  Defendants- 
McMorrow  and  Pasquale,  their  agents  or  servants,  is  an  illegal,  or  wrongful  and 
unpriviledged  interference  with  advantageous  contractual,  relations  •  of  F.&  R. 
Service,  Inc.  and  hence,  the  -  employees  thereof  because  the.  threat  of  strike  or 
work  steppage  constitutes  wrongful  procurement  of  refusal  to  contract. 

WHEFEFOKE  THE  PLAINTIFFS  DEMPND  W£ER  OOCOT"  I; 

(1)  That  the  Court  preliminarily  enjoin  Defendants-Kevin  H.  White,  Joseph  F. 
Casazza  and  the  City  of  Boston  from  .exercising  the  option  to  renew  the  contract 
between  the  City  of  Boston  and  Defendants-SCA  Disposal.  Services  of  New  England, 
Inc.,  Browning-Ferris  Industries,  Inc.,  United  Contracting  Company,  Inc.  of 
Boston,  Joseph  ?mara  and  Sons,  Inc. ,  Division  of  Waste  Management  of  Jlassa- 
chusetts,  Inc.  and  Sanitas  Waste  Disposal  of  Massachusetts,  Inc.  which,  comenced 
oh  July  1,  1974  for  collection,  and  disposal 'of  refuse  in  Districts  IB,  and/or 

2,  and/or  3,  and/or  5,  and/or  7,  and/or  9,  and/or  10. 

(2)  That  the  Court,  permanently  enjoin  Defendant-Kevin  H.  White,  Joseph  F. 
Casazza  and  the  City,  of  Boston  from  exercising  the  option  to  renew  the  contract 
between  the  City  of  Boston  and  Defendants-SCA  Disposal  Services  of  New  England, 
Inc./  Browning-Ferris  Industries,  Inc.,  United  ^ntxacting  Corpany,  Inc.  of 
Boston,  Joseph  /tfnaira  and  Sons,  Inc. ,  Division  of  Waste  Management  of  Massa- 
chusetts, Inc.  and* Sanitas  Waste.  Disposal  of  Massachusetts,  Inc.  vfoich  ocmrrehced 


 .  —jz-  ,  ,  

on  July  1,  1974  for  collection  and  disposal  of  refuse  in  Districts  IB,  and/or 
2,  and/or  3,  and/or  5,  and/or  7,  and/or  9/and/or  10. 

(3)  That  the  Court  grant  declaratory  judgment  that  the  contract  which  corcrencecl 
on  July  1,  1974  for  collection  and  removal  of  refuse  in  District  IB,  and/or  2, 
and/or  3,  and/or  5,  and/or  7,  and/or  9, and/or  10  between  the  City  of  Boston  and 
Browning-Ferris  Industries,  Inc. ,  SCA  Disposal  Services  of  New  England,  Inc. , 
United  Contracting  Corrpany,  Inc.  of  Boston,  and  Joseph  Amara  and  Sons,  Inc. 
Division  of  Waste  Management  of  Massachusetts,  Inc.  is  illegal  and  void. 

(4)  That  the  Court  rescind  or  cancel  the  contract  which  corrtrenced  on  July  1, 
1974  for  collection  and  removal  of  refuse  in  Districts  IB,  and/or  2,  and/or  3, 
and/or  5,  and/or  7,  and/or  9,  and/or  10  between  the  City  of  Boston  and  Browning- 
Ferris  Industries,  Inc.,  SCA  Disposal  Services  of  New  England,  Inc.,  Sanitas 
Waste  Disposal  of  Massachusetts,  Inc.,  United  Contracting  Company,  Inc.  of 
Boston  and  Joseph  Amara  and  Sons,  Inc.  Division  of  Waste  Management  of  Massa- 
chusetts, Inc.. 

(5)  That  the  Court  order  Defendants-Kevin  H.  White,  Joseph  P.  Casazza  and  the 
City  of  Boston  to  again  advertise  for  bids  and  award  the  contract  for  collectior 
and  disposal  of  refuse  in  District  IB,  and/or  2,  and/or  3,  and/or  5,  and/or  7, 
and/or  9,  and/or  10  in  accordance  with  law  and  Section  30  and  Section  6  of 
Currently  Operative  Provisions  of  Chapter  486  of  the  Acts  of  1909,  as  amended. 

(6)  That  the  Court  determine,  assess  and  grant  judgment  for  all  costs  and 
expenses  against  Defendants-Kevin  H.  White  and/or  Joseph  F.  Casazza  and/or  the 
City  of  Boston. 

(7)  That  the  Court  determine,  assess  and  grant  judgment  for  damages. 


*  (8)   That  the  Court  grant  judgment  for  such  other  and  further  relief  as  this 
Court  deems  meet  and  just. 

WHEEEPOBB  THE  PLAINTIFFS  DEMAND  UNDER  COUNT  II:  I 

> 

(9)  That  the  Court  <fetermine  and  assess  damages  and  grant  judgment  against 
Defendants-Frank  J.  McMorrw  and  itoerico  Pasquale,  officers  and  merrfoers  of 
Local  #379   the  Teamsters  Union,  for  wrongful  interference  with  contractual 
relations. 

(10)  That  the  Court  determine  and  assess  damages  and  grant  judgment  against  i 
Defendants-Prank  J.  Mc^forrcw  and  Amerioo  Pasquale,  officers  and  members  of 
Local  #379   the  Teamsters  Union,  for  wrongful  procurement  of  refusal  to  contract. 

(11)  That  the  Court  award  damages  and  grant  judgment  for  the  Plaintiff,  F.&  R. 
Service,  Inc.,  in  the  amount  of  Four  Hundred  Thousand  ($400,000.00)  Dollars 
together  with  interest,  costs  and  expenses  against  Defendants-Frank  J.  McMorrow 
and  Arrerico  Pasquale,  officers  and  members  of  Local  #379   the  Teamsters  Union, 
for  wrongful  interference  with  contractual  relations;  that  the  Court  award 
damages  and  grant  judgment  for  the  Plaintiffs,  Thomas  A.  Gillis,  Gary  Clark, 
Paul  Arena,  Donald  Carpenter,  Alden  Cote,  George  E.  Dyer,  Jr. ,  Bernard  Peck, and 
Michael  Schifone  in  the  amount  of  Seventy-five  Thousand  (§75,000.00)  Dollars 
together  with  interest,  costs  and  expenses  against  Defendants-Frank  J.  IJcMorrow 
and  Americo  Pasquale,  officers  and  members  of  Local  #379  Teamsters  Union,  for 
wrongful  interference  with  contractual  relations. 

(12)  That,  the  Court  award  damages  and  grant  judgment  for  the  Plaintiff,  F.&  R.  j 
Service,  Inc.  in  the  amount  of  Four  Hundred  Thousand  ($400/000.00)  Dollars 
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together  with  interest,  costs  and  expenses  against  Defendants-Frank  J.  Mdtorrow 
and  Americo  Pasquale,  officers  and  members  of  Local  #379  Teamsters  Union,  for 
wrongful  procwrement  of  refusal  to  contract;  that  the  Court  award  damages  and 
grant  judgment  for  the  Plaintiffs-Thomas  A.  Gillis,  Gary  Clark,  Paul  Arena, 
Donald  Carpenter,  ALden  Cote,  George  E.  Dyer,  Jr.,  Bernard  Peck,  and  Michael 
Schifone  in  the  amount  of  Seventy-five  Thousand  ($75,000.00)  Dollars  together 

> 

with  interest,  costs  and  expenses  against  Defendants-Frank  J.  MsMorra*  and 
Americo  Pasquale,  members  and  officers  of  Local  #379.  Teamsters  Union,  for 
wrongful  procurement  of  refusal  to  contract. 

(13)    That  the  Court  determine  and  grant  judgment  for  such  other  and  further 
relief  as  to  this  Court  deems  meet  and  just. 


DATED  THIS 


DAY  OF  FEBPUAKY,  1975. 


William  C.  Foberts 

Director  and  Vice-President  of 

F.&  R.  Service,  Inc. 


/  A. 


Thomas  A.  Gillis 


4? 


Paxil  Arena 


^ary^Clark    ^  , 
MhO  oJrQ  (as  ft  /,n  > 


Alden  Cote 
George  E.  Dyer,  Jr.. 


"Bernard  Peck 


Michael  Schifone 


OMCNWEMTH  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 


Norfolk,  SS. 


Then  personally  appeared  the  above  named  William  C. : Roberts  and  identified  him- 


— .  .   -  -  15  -  ~  

self  as  aforesaid  and  also  appeared,  Thomas  A.  Gillis,  Gary  Clark,  Paul  Arena, 
Donald  Carpenter,  £lden  Cote,  George  E.  Dyer,  Jr.,  Bernard  Peck,  and  Michael 
Sdufone  all  of  whom  on  oath  declared  the  foregoing  to  be  their  free  act  and 
deed,  and  made  oath  that  the  foregoing  is  a  tree  and  accurate  to  the  best  of 
their' knowledge  and  that  those  avenrents  made  on  information,  knowledge  and 
belief,  they  made  believing  them  to  be  true  to  the  best  of  their  knowledge  and 
belief, 


Before  me, 

notary  l?m£Ci^>^/*t/.  / 


Ify  Ccmrdssion  Expires  4*/J*~*  SJ?  /?  7< 


LOWEST  FOUR  BIDDERS  AND  PRICES  BID 

"SUCCESSFUL"  BIDDER  AND  PRICES " "  ■    :  . 

DISTRICT  -1A 
CHARLESTON: 

Weekly  Price  or 

"Annual  "Price 

DISTRICT  -1A               /     '  ' 
CHARLESTON:                 r'.  . 

waste  Control,  inc* 

AA    11{  Art 

$2,115.38 

Al  <  A     I  A  A    A  A 

$110,422,83 

» 

F.&  R.  Service,  Inc. 
MuiDore  uisposai 

2,423.07 

'  Waste  Control,  Inc.  at  $110,422.83, 

*            <  * 

annually. 

Browning-Ferris  Industries,  Inc. 

2,885.00 

DISTRICT  -IB 
BOSTON  PROPER: 

Weekly  Price  or 

Annual  Price 

DISTRICT  -IB  % 
BOSTON  PROPER: 

Sanitas  Waste  Disposal  of 
Massachusetts,  Inc. 

$12,317.30 

A/  /  A     A/ A  AS 

$642,963.06 

SCA  Disposal  Services  of 
New  England,  Inc. 

Browning-Ferris  Industries,  Inc. 

13,441.00 

ia   fAa  AA 

13,500.00 

Sanitas  Waste  Disposal  of  Massachusetts 
Inc.  at  $729,363.06,  annually.  " 

Stanley  Roketenetz,  Inc. 

14,615.00 

DISTRICT  2 
JAMAICA  PLAIN: 

Weekly  Price  or 

Annual  Price 

DISTRICT  2  ^ 
JAMAICA  PLAIN:  V 

SCA  Disposal  Services  of 
New  England,  inc. 

61  Art 

9/,z4j.l)0 

■ 

AAfA   AA/  /A 

$378,084.60 

Joseph  Amara  and  Sons,  Inc., 
Division  of  Waste  Management  of 
Mass.,  Inc. 

united  contracting  company,  inc. 

8,000.00 

O  Irtrt  Art 

8,100.00 

Joseph  Aisara  and  Sons,  Inc.,  Division  o 
Waste  Management  of  Massachusetts,  Inc. 
at  $378,084.60  annually. 

J.  F.'Ryan,  Co.  »» 

8,375.00 

• 

LOWEST  four  bidders  and  prices  bid 

* 

SUCCESSFUL  BIDDER  AND  PRICES  » 

)ISTRICT  3 

WRCHESTER  NORTH:                   Weekly  Price          or      Annual  Price 

DISTRCIT  3 
DORCHESTER  NORTH: 

Sanitas  Waste  Disposal  of 

Massachusetts*  Inc.                $10,538,46  $550,107.61 

Joseph  Amara  and  Sons,  Inc. 

Division  of  Waste  Management  of  " 

toss.,  Inc.                        11,848,00  618,465.60 

SCA  Disposal  Services  of 

Sew  England,  Inc.                   12,288.00  641,433.60 
United  Contracting  Co.,  Inc.  13,570.00 

# 

# 

SCA  Disposal  Services  of  New  Engla 
Inc.  at  $618,465.50,  annually. 

• 

DISTRICT  4 

BRIGHTON  ,                         Weekly  Price         or       Annual  Price 
SCA  Disposal  Services  of 

Sew  England,  Inc.     .              $11,  078.00  $578,271.60 
J.  F.  Ryan  Co.  11,300.00 
United  Contracting  Co.,  Inc.  11,450.00 
Browning-Ferris  Industries,  Inc.  12,500.00 

DISTRICT  4 
BRIGHTON: 

SCA  Disposal  Services  of 

New  England,  Inc.  at  $578,271.60, 

annually. 

DISTRICT  5 

SOUTH  BOSTON:                        Weekly  Price        or        Annual  Price 

DISTRICT  5  . 
SOUTH  BOSTON: 

Sanitas  Waste  Disposal  of 

Massachusetts,  Inc.                  $3,461.53    '  $180,691.87 
Stanley  Roketenetz,  Inc.               3,850.00  200,970.00 
SCA  Disposal  Services  of 

Xcw  England ,  Inc.                    4,731.00  246,95.8.20 

SCA  Disposal  Services  of 

New  England,  Inc.  at  $268,558.20 

annually. 

WEST  FOUR  BIDDERS  AND  PRICES  BID 

SUCCESSFUL  BIDDER  AND  PRICES  "  ■ 

ISTRICT  5  continued. 
OUIH  BOSTON: 

Weekly  Price 

or 

Annual  Price 

t          i  | 

DISTRICT  5           '  /,  ' 
SOUTH  BOSTON: 

• 

nited  Contracting  Co. ,  Inc. 

$5,500,00 

...  — 

-              i  - 

ISTRICT  6 
SST  ROXBURY: 

Weekly  Price 

or 

Annual  Price 

DISTRICT  6 
WEST  ROXBURY: 

CA  Disposal  Services  of 
ew  England,  Inc. 

$8,948.00 

$467,085.00 

lited  Contracting  Co.,  Inc. 

Jseph  Amara  and  Sons,  Inc. 
Ivlsion  of  Waste  Management  of 
issachusetts,  Inc. 

9,600.00 
9,637.00 

SCA  Disposal  Services  of  ^ 
New  England,  Inc.  at  $467,085.60 
annually, 

.  F,  Rvan  Co. 

9.650.00 

• 

(STRICT  7 
)RCHESTER  SOUTH: 

Weekly  Price 

or 

Annual  Price 

DISTRICT  7 
DORCHESTER  SOUTH: 

anitas  Waste  Disposal  of 
assachusetts,  Inc. 

$12,317.30 

$642,963.06 

CA  Disposal  Services  of 
iff  England,  Inc. 

lited  Contracting  co,,  Inc. 

13,250.00 
13,570.00 

691  650.00 
708,354.00 

♦ 

United  Contracting  Co. ,  Inc. 
at  $691,650.00,  annually. 

iseph  Aaara  and  Sons,  Inc. 
Lvision  of  Waste  Management  of 
issachusetts,  Inc. 

t,; 

13,596.00 

> 

WEST  FOUR  BIDDERS  AND  PRICES  BID 

SUCCESSFUL  BIDDER  AND  PRICES 

[STRICT  8 
fDE  PARK: 

Meekly  Price 

or 

Annual  Price 

DISTRICT  8                   '  ,' 
HYDE  PARK: 

letto  Masters,  lac,          •  ->■ 

$7,395.98 

$386,070.00 

JA  Disposal  Services  of 
w  England,  Inc. 

ilted  Contracting  Co.,  Inc. 

7  tt(\  Art 

7,669.00 
7,900.00 

Ghetto  Masters,  Inc.  at 
$386,070.15,  annually.          .  ■ 

,&  R.  Service,  Inc.  ■ 

8,173.00 

- 

STRICT  9 
1ST  BOSTON: 

Weekly  Price 

"or 

Annual  Price 

DISTRICT  9 
EAST  BOSTON: 

&  R.  Service,  Inc. 

$5,192.30 

$271,038.06"" 

)A  Disposal  Services  of 
:w  England,  Inc. 

:anley  Roketenetz,  Inc. 

6,690.00 
6,750.00 

349,218.00 
352,350.00 

Browning-Ferris  Industries,  Inc, 
at  $349,218.00,  annually. 

:owning-Ferris  Industries,  Inc. 

7,850.00 

409,770.00 

[STRICT  10 
)XBURY: 

Weekly  Price 

or 

Annual  Price 

DISTRICT  10  A 
ROXBURY: 

mitas  Waste  Disposal  of 
issachusetts,  Inc. 

$13,461.53 

$702,691,87 

rowning-Ferrls  Industries,  Inc. 

)A  Disposal  Services  of 
!W  England,  Inc. 

13,500.00 
14,420.00 

1 

704,700.00 
752,754.00 

Browning-Ferris  Industries,  Inc. 
at  $744,451.86,  annually. 

:anley  Roketenetz,  Inc*.4 

14,700.00 

767,340.00 

- 

sJ   ,  '  ■ 

i  * 

CONTRACTS  AWARDED 

?»yo?  hAS  *rprovcd  the  award 
w  thft  following  coctrart?  to  the*  lowcut 
tEfcible  bidder*: 


v,c/< 


I  ADMINISTRATIVE  SKRVJClvS 
I  I>KPAUTMi:\T 

\   Trwo  A»>i>«*;sK  Sim:  mm  a  no 

Al'WOVMIAl-  KotJirNKNT  - 

?For  furnishing  i^iICk-  wMax*  *y«lttm 
*Md«itfiovrMwlcv"»i>rtten1,  Proposal  \  i$f 
to  \*Mh  Facilities  Derwrtinent, 
awarded  as  follow*: 
i  Contract  for  United  Camera,  Inc.. 
$V&I5.77. 
t  Orders  for; 

NVw    Inland    Film   Sen  ice,  Inc., 

;i*ke  Safins  C^wnlibn,  $l,Uft*l, 
*  Cinema,  I  nr.,  $867.10. 

PlIYMCW,  IfeVCATlOH  KuVlPMhVr 
'  For  f urn Wi h    t Jh ^ sical  ri  1 i     I  ion «  [h  i]  v 
merit,  Prog  mi  I  151,  to  th*>  INiMm-  F;ieil». 
ties  l>ftvirlmrrilf  awarded  as  follows: 
ATttssnskyV,  Inc.,  $7,171.50. 
Arrow  S\ stem,  Inc.,  $6,19«. 

CUSTO  W  A  F.  Ifyl  ff  I'M  KNT 

For  f arnWnrnjj  ci istr  *1  i,d   nr j 1 1  |j W1 t^n  I 
Proposal  113,  to  the  PuNir  Fa-ilifies 
J>etKir(n>en1,  arjnW  as  folios x: 

M.  D,  SicfKHi  <!!offt]fciii)g  $io,8;;o.»5; 

Tl»c  T,  Johnson  Comikin^.  §36,« 

1X0:11.  <»«  Mcarn<<>rn)Mn>,  Iik\,'*7,76$; 
(yitfeht  KttfloVKt  *(i9vm;  Grounds 
l*>(uT|«k>rtir  (oinjvin),  I  nr.,  $6^J62P.»0; 
Kusincss  Fypij*ncnt  Coqior;itir>ri(  S** 

Orders  for  Tl*  Dowd  Ovmvtnv.  Jm\, 

No  1  mt U' writ*  received  on  Irrrri 
iUUmwol  <hi  Items  I  and  V  are  Unn;; 
-ejected. 

Statiom^hv  Jmwjkn 
For  furn isl im%  >ta  I V »  »tv     j  *j  »f  |<*.,  I  Vi 

«  *<d  ft?  J ,  to  t  he  \  a rk« Hi  >  < k*|  n r I m«nis 

Vom  Ajfil  15,  1 973,  io  Jinw  1971, 

nc  fash        art    1  as  follow  * : 
<Vmtia<ts  f<y  James  T,  'low  hill  r^*?^ 

•any,  )nr„  $1  l,«<>7.:S'i:  M.utrns 

f  fittoti  UiiMjws'vSjvtMiis,  fin',,  $V,676,» 
0:  I fuU  iVu  <!utM)»kci>p  fV^l.na; 
iNIifNl  Ctrl oti  flrnl  Ki!4oft  MaiHif.M'Iunrvf 
VvporatirKi,  $1,191.10. 
Older*  for  J*.  lv.  Mi4r;m  (VmiiMrn. 
IA>?:  a>r|*jratk>ii,  S9Tl.li>; 

A o  I U  w  rr nxviS  cd  w  1 1 ni i  I  * .  I i it  K 
xwril  oil  f  Inrr*      7,  f-"?,  su*l  iu« 

Scitoou  Fll^NtMUNW 
Fvr  Ki^lrdi  Hicfi  Scliool  ftirnKfrn^nurl 
irtiMnrvT  4"<*r#i  arvl  *}wv-w?  furoKMr^H  for 
i**  vl+m+nUry  m  JkujI,  aw*;*jrd«  I  as  follow-*; 
Cc^itrft<t»  for  rrJw;  Ffcvyvtvtficg; 
«»niun>%  ?A9A'ti/*0;  M.  Itro^ri,  Jw\, 
I7,7IK(m:  Andrew  < ^>rnf iuiri\ ^ 

IvIriCMt*rrt»ai  IiMmIUivm^s 

»*iy»  V&flMAQ;  VuUk  StmIiu^  1ik-,p 


l*w%  fiftV,  *IOf!7U*!i;  I*  <;^1nn  nml 
N*»s  Io*.,  Sft,067.;0:  Sttwrl  O'Jti^t 
AvsotmU-s,  $I,U6.15:  Sfnllh  AwM-intos 
S.^tlMW);  Onw  Mwl^d  ir«diri 
2viW*y  <V|wal'iofi,  $.1,<W$.60;  (W'nw 
JJiJmulrxl,  IrK\fl  $i;t;«.r,|;  WnUniari 
riixmturc  Coir»;>:ioy,  $2f()t7.^0, 

for  A.  IJ.%(Wiiiso«  (^mAunyp 

Oil  rrapowd  101  for  core  siml  »]jod*l 
wnjsluics  I>*H  rcveivril  on  Ilcn^  7  and 
2U»  flr<t  Mng  rcj<vtcd,  Itrm*  $,\,  A  jd, 
27,  aofl^arcbe^c^ncei^J. 

For  fumc^uo^  licuvy  crpiqrwnt  jxn 
*wr£  I'ro^io^l  161,  to  tr*e 
IVU*'  \\orks  D<-|fcir(m^nl  from  July  J, 
1973,  to  Jiioe  30,  197 1,  irtr|ij*iv«*,  awardrd 
to  \\7t  4-Ant»st  rotv,*  Kru^xnrnt  Corn- 
\t\ny9  in  Ok*  ;in*ounl  of  $I0/W. 

Voc:\tion\i.  KoturMKNT 
F*<  fonikfuii^  Yot'0tlo*i;d  ^fiinwiirof- 

|«nrtri^nt,  awanlcil  as  fotiowx; 

CoritrtM'K  for  ltro>ilK\ifl*C!arrHt  Com* 
t»;in>,  «iRA*i9^: itock  ICi>ainwMw<V»rt« 

jxinx,  ^6/,|  M^k^  Aw^ 

ritlrs  $17,767^8:  lUo^U  rdn^.  rr^,, 
$15,*Si:  A,  IS.  I)H  <i»«)xm>f  $V/>1«.I6; 
Jul  rrnat  irwi,*!  Hi^in^s  \fa<  li!it*^  <>,*)*>, 
ratiwi,  M,T.V);  <:r.uil  <>■'!■) Jik>  Oiu^i 
,  of  i  4 wn J m  »xr.» )  kfi  h-  <  V«*i  * ira  I  km ip  $  | ( |  *^ 
OnN-rsfor  UnUn\  Tool,  lor,,  $l,:y;j.76. 

Fibk  0»vw 
For  furordiN^  l^n.^  IV^*^;W  JJj, 
If »  I \w  Vice  De)arlnii*it1,  au.ndo]  to  A  Hi 
lWd.l.rr  <*wn)uu>,  lor-,,  HilfioariKniMl  <*f 

Swim  vino  V*kh4  JvHirvJKNr 
F#*r  fMrrH^fi««r  M\»irirnm^  o/un»- 
ro'-til,  iViyj-^l   I7J,  In  ll**-  P.irU  ;irw| 
Ho  i.MtiiHi     |)»  ji:iihti^il,    .i«;ir.U^I  in 
Mir4i^U>V,    Jik\,    io  .mutorit  of 

$sUJS.  10. 

Tito  I>id  o*vi\<*d  *m  I  Inn  l.*5  r<  U 
rrj«'i  In  I. 


U*ii|^ 


Orders  for  Anvwaii  Firo  Efruimtrtit 
Company,  Inc.,  $163. 

TvMcwmrKns 
For  fumrdiin^  J.U^t.  xUvtrin  U\v« 
wnirrs  l*ro)>o>Mt  15.%  to  11*^  PoJko'!^ 
^irtrr^iii,  awwrdr*!  to  I.B.M.  Corpora- 
lion,  hi  U>0  ^iriMinl  of  $10i,J22. 

OvMfVAMI/M  Kr^llirMKNT 

For  furnrdun^  ^>inii;^fuf»i  rrfii»i>mrriL 
l*r^io«al  161,  to  Ih*  VnU'vr  Fiirilitvn  1)^ 
jrtrtmcnt,  aw%»rd<>fj  to  Ix^iro  Ucsourcc^ 
Irtc.,  $20,322,  «ikI» Arrow  4>y$tooi,  |Dc, 

For  furnrdvlnj  lawn  twww  and  r'H 
fflocs,  Proposal  16»,  to  tfw?  I'arU  anrj 
'  Uocreatjon  DcyMrtcnrnt.,  «warr!ed  to  Saw. 
telle  Hrothrr^  inc.,  $^,156.75,  aod  Yltc 

CATV  SwfcM 
For  furnW/in^r  CATV  raU<!  communis 
catior^  »>>tf>m,  JVopoml  t0 
Police  Drp-trtincnt,  awarded  to  J^lr.  Ii*c« 
in  the  aiooonl  of  $59,621.18. 

L\qor\tob>  Animals 
For  ftirnvdiifw  laboratory  anbpik 
ProtK>s.d  0H5,  tolr»eI)nKirtrYK-nlirfHc,i!lh 
ai*d  ilosjMtals,  awftrdH  to  t'Jm  JHtl 
IVrcdir^  liaIioratoryp  in  the  amount  of 
^ZU50. 

i\o  l>idswrrcnvrivedori  Itwns  !  awl  2. 

Siu^i\<3  am?  l>rrr^i\«  Mvuvni 
For  fiirrtUfiH^  reflective  »heelH^  awi 
lettering  irKilcrnd,  Pro^d  QVJfr,  to  the 
Trattv  siik!  Par^ii^;  Oci«artrnent,  awarJod 
to  Minnesota  Mniin^and  Maiuir<K'turin? 
CVinjuiij,  in  the  amount  of  $WW«L76. 

F<»r  fiiriiMiif^  wnjiiiet  kJr<r«-it  unit?, ' 
Profxi^l  09f»,  to  th#*  Parks  an«l  Itccrcatioii 
IViKirlrtM-nl,  awarcUNi  to  WifJiam  L>avK» 
<"o.,        to  lite  in»t<miil  of 

IH«mn»ks  FtmM.> 
Fur  funiKfiiiw  <*oulinwxns  and  Mvtj«cna 
ln^Hi*-^   U*ur<.    Prcifins.il   0<J2,   to  the 


Hm  hk Whin  Si'iff 
For  fumMiiiu  re»Y**.ition  mi)vj4«-^  Pro- 
jwis.d  IM)P  to  Ihi"  Parks  mul  l(rrn*.ui<xi 
iNjMfluM'nl,  auiintoti  lolling  of  SjmyU. 
in  lh«»  aii¥iOMt  of  .>.t,l7o. 

(Orders  fur  FI  ^Ik-i^-,  J,**.p  Slr*^. 
ISrK  rm*i\rvl       1 1  ruts      «,  9,  aivl  10 
are  If-iufi:  n*j<vt«l< 

,  Mokjo-:  1!%i»m><( 
Y**r  furMrddfi^  n*AnU*  r^d»«s  IVo)mjes;U 
l6b'S.  lo  t!w«  PoMit-  Works  D^Mf lo^nt, 
att.H-drtl  to  MolOJoJa,  1**"^  ni  the  nnoourit, 
Of  5-0,190. 

Fi  n  k  F**;i  iti  \  a  Si  1> 
For  furnrdiii^  r;fc  fi^h»ii^  mi)>|4ws, 
PrujM^il  ia  tUi  Fire  I  Vjvir linen  t, 
cr>iitrjrr*l  »v%.inU^]  t(H^M~ham  I4 ire  K<iu!(i- 
rnent  r-orn)s»n>,  ^o,  120.09,  ami  CJiark* 
II.  Ckw^'U'rl^  <2oiM|Mitv,  Inc.,  ^2,11X20. 


dej  m  r  t  m«;i  as    coo  lr  w  t 


varkxs  city 

awarded  l*i  Moon*  Btoi/H^s  Forms,  inc.i 
in  the  an*tMiiii  of  ¥liE,VA>.30, 

Orders  for  At  Untie  Brines*  Forms 
i  Uxi\ynt\y,  in  tfie  amoont  of  $756;  and 
StatUta/al  Hc^earch,  in  tlw  anitount  of 

OiMMIJMr^TrONS  ICQ(;if«MtNT 

For  fHrnisfiiii^  OKnmunfcalions  or|ui4»« 
inent.  Proi«>vd  071,  to  tho  Police  Dfi*art« 
ment,  awarded  to  UiTK^ral  JClectrk: 
<Van)iany,  MoImI  H*dk»  Oei>artrucnt,  in 
Uie  anaaint  of  ^  J6,377.2:J. 

CvsT-IroN  Castincs* 
1  For  furn^hiru  cast-iron  casting  Pro- 
iiosal  to  the  Water  Diviskwi  of  the 
PuMtas  NVork*  Dqiartrnent,  awarder!  to 
Muflkijial  Services  fn<%,  in  the  amount 
of  J?25;im). 

NolaVIs  wcro  received  on  Items  1  and  4. 
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tfFor  misMlancons  repair*  to  lire*  and 
tubes  awarded  to  Carkon  Tire  Company, 
Inc.,  in  the  amount  of  $12,471. 

Uai>k>  Rictairs 
For  mVcrihncoiK  repairs  to  two-way 
radio*  in   PuWie  Work*  Department 
vehicle*  awarded  to  Kleetrocorn  Corpora* 
tion,  in  the  amount  of  $3,010, 

Automotive  Hkmik* 
For  in$sccilaneot«  reimirs  to  Ford 

B«sscn£cr  cam  and  trucks*  awarded  to 
ote  Motor  Company,  Inc.,  in  the  amount 
of  $30,600. 

For  inlscWlancoiis  repair*  to  Public 
Works  Department  passeryrer  ear  and 
truck  vprirvf*.  awarded  to  Arcand  $ak* 
and  Service.  Inc.,  in  the  amount  of 
$10,925, 

Bumovai,  or  Hkmdui; 
For  remoA  in;?  and  hauling  of  incincr  itor 
residue  from  tins  South  Bay  fine  incrator 
yard,  awarded  to  SO\  DKposal  Service* 
r>f  New  Kngtand,  Inc.  in  tl«s  amount  of 
$145,400, 

Hkfkactoiues  Hwaius 
For  making  repairs  to  furnace  com- 
bustion tbamt>er  and  other  refractor!**  at 
South  Hay  incinerator,  HoxUiry.  awarded 
to  Intern  Uefractorics  Company,  Inc., 
in  the  amount  of  $17,55&20. 

Kmeacency  KxcAvvnoN* 
,  For  emergency  excavation*  for  repairs* 
And  replacement  of  water  services  and 
structure*  and  other  incidental  work,  in 
Area  1,  awarded  to  John  J.  Appet,  in  tl*e 
amount  of  $32,785. 

Disiwal  or  Abandons  Vwitcw* 
For  removal  and  disposal  of  abandoned 
vehicles  awarded  to  Hvde  Park  Auto 
Replacement  Parts  Company,  Inc..  in  the 
amount  of  $2  per  vehicle,  total  not  to 
exceed  $3,000. 

Containerized  Skrvice 
For  furmslifng  containerized  scr vice  for 
riean-up  campaign,  awarded  to  Sanitas 
Waste  Disposal  of  Massachusetts,  Inc., 
in  the  amount  of  $13,337.50. 

Mechankai,  Equipment  llErAias 
For  making  repair*  on  cxhtin£  me- 
chanical equipment,  at  the  South  Bay  in- 
cinerator, awarded  to  J.  A.  Sullivan  Cor- 
poration, in  the  amount  of  ,$39,330. 

Removal  or  Uktusc 
For  collecting  and  removing  refuse  in 
District  8.  Hyde  Park,  for  the  period 
July  1, 1974.  to  June  30,  1975,  awarded  to 
Ghetto  Masters  Inc.,  in  the  amount  of 
$336\070.15. 

For  collecting  ami  removing  refuse,  in 
various  districts  of  1^  <^ty,  for  the 
period  July  1,  1974,  to  June  30,  1975, 
awarded  as  follows;  „„  _ 

District  1A.  Charlcstown,  Waste  Con- 
trol. Inc.,  $110,422.83;  District  ID,  Boston 


Pre 


roper.  Sanitas  Waste  Disposal  of  Ma«., 
InA,  $729,363j<y>;  District  1,  Brfcbton, 
SCA  Disposal  Services  of  New  Krvcland, 
Inc..  $578,271.60;  and  District  6.  West 
itoxlmry,  SCA  Disposal  Services  of  New 
ISnghnrf.  Inc.,  $167,035*60. 

uivAL  property  dbpahtmkvt 

W\TMl  TflKAYMKNT  CONTKOf. 

For  water  treatment  control.  Boston 
City  Hall,  awarded  to  Ha  relay  Chemical 
Company.  Inc.,  in  the  *t*m  *>f  $5.JS3u. 

Wo*K  UniFOIW*  AND  M(>M 

For  furnisdiinflf  work  uniforms  and  dry 
mot**  on  rental  *er*i<*e  for  Boston  City 
Halt,  muniei|*d  buildup*,  and  district 
courts,  a  wanted  to  Interstate  Uniform 
Services  Corporation,  in  tl*e  amount  of 

$3,06o, 

^  Hiw»:  Skkvicw 

For  providing  refiwo  service,  in*  tt»din& 
install  m£.  scrvieiivr.  em plying  the  con* 
tents  of  the  refir*e  dUjms.d  irnil  at  Huston 
Cily  Hall.  a\\anl«l  to  Sanit.ts  W^ie 
DWinml  of  M***,,  (n*\,  in  tb<?  amount  of 


SCHOOL  DKPAIITMFAT 
Fink  Akts  Svppuw 
For  (ine  arts  supplier,  a  wanted  to  i'ep* 
r^ereli  Braiding  Comfuny,  in  U»e  amount 
of 

Fink  and  iNDiraraiAL  Aars  Sihtutos 
For  fine  arts  and  industrial  art*  supplies, 
awarded  to  Chifefcrafl  ICducalion,  in  the 
amount  of  §2,19  >.72, 

For  dne  arts  an<l  industrial  urtSMnndicji, 
awarded  to  J.  L*.  Hammett,  hi  the  amount 
of  $81,93^40,  109  items. 

For  fine  arts  anxl  industrial  arU  s*ip^ic», 
awarded  to  Nttxtern  Scliool  Su^Jy,  in  the 
anKkimt  of  $5,U7.2t,  fourtccik  items. 

For  fine  arts  and  indu>trbl  arts  supples, 
awanled  to  IU  S,  Wolkin*.  in  tlie  amount 
of  $93,419.22,  twenty-eight  items. 

Papw  I'Ikooucts 
For  paper  towels  ar*d  toilet  paper, 
awnrdexi  to  Ginsburg  Hrolhers  in  the 
amount  of  $11,990. 

Lakoiutoay  Summits 
For  laboratory  supplies  and  equipment, 
awarded  to  Kenneth  A.  Dawson,  in  the 
amount  of  SM>20. 

For  laboratory  su pities  and  equipment, 
aw  anted  to  Science  Kit,  in  the  amount  of 
$2»901.$»,  forty*tlu-ee  groups, 

Coaaugatkd  Cartons 
For  ne^v  corrugated  cartons,  awarded 
to  Homanow,  Inc.,  in  the  amount  of 
$2^09. 

AuOiO-Vl^UAL  Mnticmaui 
For  audio-visual  tooU,  eipnwmeut  and 
mater^K  a  wan  ted  to  HU  l*«d  ucational 
Systems  Inc.,  in  the  amount  of  $15,- 
2t5.40,  tliTce  ite^tts. 


Sc»ioot  and  Omen  Sueruw 
For  general  sclw^ol  and  ofltoe  supplies, 
awarded  to  A,  H.  Dick,  in  the  amount  of 
$5,070.55,  seven  items. 

Motor  Vwiicugk 
For  motor  vebjclcs.  awards  to  PrcsU 
<lent  Chevrolet,  in  the  amount  of  $18,217, 
four  item**. 

Fi»r  moti»r  \eh»cle<.  awarded  to  Inter- 
nation;d  Harvester,  in  lh*  amount  of 
$7/tf5.20. 

For  motor  \eluVtcs,  aw;irtl»vi  to  Coto 
MuN in  l\m  amount  of  $7,550. 

PaiNTIVO 

For  Kintiry<  itfoccedinrt  of  the  School 
Ownniittre,  awar<te«l  to  I'Jajxte  (Sraphic*. 
I rw\.  in  the  >fxo\un& tc  a nvoi t n t  of 
$8jSrV». 

MU.VATOR  S»»IVK»M 

F*rr  furrirdili^r  elevator  jnNp<rtic*n, 
luiuuteriairt-e.  iu*!  tesU  o«n  varans  ele* 
\attifN  in  \ar»o*w  M-lioofc*.  f<«r  llw  [*eri»wi 
U^uwiuv;  July  1,  IV7I;  .uvl  eiwiitu  June 
ISO,  I V75,  awards!  In  XortTuMst  lvk\atc«r 
CdUvniium),  in  Uie  amount  of  $6,<>6'). 

lv\TWtl<^«  PuNriNG 
Foe  tla*  extiTior  iviintin^  at  tl»e  Davkl 
U  Barrett  Sclwo),  awarded  to  Ctdts 
Pamtiitf  and  Decorating,  In<-.,  in  tlie 
amount  of  $2.9i!0< 

Firk  1>am\cb  Hr.rAias  1 
For  tfre  damage  r^viirs  at  tl>e  Sotomou 
Lewenl)erg  Junior  H»!?h  School,  awarded 
to  U  Si  it  Contraction  Co.,  inc.,  in  tlie 
a<not»nt  of  $6S,77t. 

Stior  SurruRs  and  I'^quitment 
For  sIkh"  sup|4ics  aiKl  equipenent, 
awardetl  to  L>nn  Hardware,   in  Uie 
amount  of  $7,7£5. 13,  fotirteen  groups. 

For  *!n>p  sun^ics  an<i  eijuiiwnenf, 
awarded  to  North  SItore  Hardware,  in  U*e 
amount  of  $11,137.10,  twenty^even 
groups. 

For  shoj>  su  pplics  and  ei  p  u  p  men  I. 
awarded  to  Could  Industrial  Supplies,  in 
the  amount  of  $35,133.13,  twe&ty*nine 
group*. 

For  ^x>p  Susies  antl  equipment, 
awarded  to  Brodiicad  Garrett,  in  the 
amount  of  $2,012.93,  six  groups- 

UNiroaw* 
For  football  and  soccer  uniforms  and 
suppli<*s  awarded  to  Musin»ky*«,  in  the 
anx^mt  of  $8,190.55,  ten  iteow. 

For  footbail  and  s<*ccer  uniforms  *»vl 
supj^ics,  awarded  to  Holovak  ami  Cou^h- 
lln.  in  l!>e  anvxint  of  $10,152/26,  twenty- 
fwr  ifems. 

Math^ials  ¥\h\  Paojixrroas 

For  materials  for  overhead  projectors, 
awarded  to  Ardmote  Distributors,  in  the 
amount  of  $3,120.93,  three  Items,  * 
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r*  Mievctl  tlwt  put4ie  advcrtping  would 
M*rvo  no  useful  i»urpose. 

Respectfully, 

KoxusnT  J.  Vkv, 
Director. 

public  wonKs  dotauymknt 

Coijjrctinci  ANn  Hkmoying  Uk*wb 
Df.au  Mn.  Ma  von: 
Yonr  «i>provAl  n  rc^>oc*  fully  requested 

tO  reject  ftll  I»*H  for  Collecting  And  re- 
moving refuse,  to  dispense  wilh  further 
puWic  advertising,  and  to  award  con* 
tracts  !o  otl»er  than  the  low  b&Mcr  in  the 
*iv  districts  set  forth  below,  In  the  live 
other  districts,  I>y  separate  letter,  i  dm 
recc/mn*endin£  award*  of  contra*  la  to  I  lie 
low  Judder. 

Tlie  work  to  l>e  clone  under  the?*  con* 
tracts  i*  for  l he  period  JuIv  I«  ,</7,«  10 
June  30.  1975,  with  option*  for  a  second* 
and  third-year  contract  if  the  cily  so 
elects.  Proposal*  were  received  on  Ma> 
3. 197 t.  May  21,  P>7t.oudMuy  ^9.  1°7I. 
after  poU*ca<lveriWittg  in  tlic  <V*  V  iW»*nK 
April  22.  197 I,  And  May  13/1971, 

District  2.  Jamaica  PJain.  o  mi raetor, 
Joseph  Amara  and  Son?*.  Inc.,  Division  of 
Waste  Management  of  Mass..  Inc.  200 
Province  Street.  Hyde  Park,  Mas*., 
price  per  year,  $378,08Jj60. 

In  order  to  pro\idc  continuity  of  good 
service,  1  am  recommending  Hie  award  of 
a  contract  at  tT*e  low  1*1  price,  in  tlic 
Jamaica  IlaSn  district  to  Joso-ph  Amar.t 
and  Son*,  Inc.  Division  of  Waste  Manage- 
ment, live,  of  Maa*..  the  second  I  wider, 
who  has  performed  the  work  tn  thrt  dis- 
trict in  u  most  satisfactory  manner  for 
ntany  years- 
District  3,  l>or<!irstcr  North,  con- 
tractor, SCA  De-posal  Sen  ices  of  New 
Kngland.  Inc.,  Ho  Hrookline  Avenue. 
Koslon,  Mass..  p«  ice  per  >  ear,  S-61 8f  J  65.50, 
Iti  ortler  to  provide  continuity  of  #ood 
*cr  v  W*  I  u  m  recom  mend  ins  1 1  ie  a  vv  a  rd  ( »f  a 
contract  at  tlte  *reomd  bitderV*  priee  to 
SCA  Dispel  Services  of  New  Inland, 
Inc.,  tl»e  third  I  £  birr,  who  Iws  learned 
.  tfkc  work  in  litis  d Strict  in  a  mcist  :*alis* 
fac  ( or  >  manner  f  1*  ma «>  > ear*.  ' Yt w low 
l*Ider,  Sunt  a*  WVlc  Disposal  of  Mass., 
1  nr.,"  is  I  *n»S  1  1  vof  1  iwmkIci  t  U*  t  I  ie  a  *  an  I 
«if  n  contra*  I  in  the  <  aly  IVo-per  district, 
and  it  nut  m>  intention  to  recommend 
their  I  leing  a  wan  led  con  tract*  in  an>  other 
d  is!  r*  t .  Tl  ie  mst*  m  1  I «  b  Irr  p  J  ( 4 1 
Aii^M  flii»l  S»»s  !»«%,  Di\ision  of  \Vw*la 
AUn.»-<  iiwut  Mass..  is  l*ing  ro\Mu« 
n« hhUhI  f(»r  Vh"  awanl  <*f  a  coulr.u  l  in  tT»e 
JaiikaW-.i  l*i;iu*  disir^l.  an«l  it  is  not  n»> 
iiitentMMi  to  rmmimcitd  tlwir 
a^vrilrd  »  OMitnut  in  a»>  otUr  dr^trii'l. 

DKtric-t  5.  Smth  Ifostmi.  rm»lr.*ct(rf, 
SC.A  l>is|»f»<*1  SrrvK^-s  <4  Sr\s  Kivd-uwl, 
lm%.  |l»  Hrt«AlKM-  A\«meB  lUistoit, 
Mass.,  pr««  |<*r  >«ir.  >268^.%20. 

"n*r  low  IwbW.  S.wut*«*  WiMe  |)tsix«sid 
€>f  M:«ss.a  lm\a  liltcvvs  rcromoMtaUsI  for 
I  l»e  «\s;ird  of  n  contrut  in  lfieCit>  Proper 
dKtrict,  «ik1  it  K  ik4  my  ifit<*iilM«i  to 
muuitteiMl  tfieir  U  h*:  aw»i»leiJ  cimti^W 
in  «u>  «»llier  di>Ui*  t.  'I*)*e  fAMcr. 


Stanley  Hoketenet/,  Inc.,  has  requested 
|irrinisMtm  lo  witlwtraw  UU  hid  as  !»is  \  m{ 
xyttcc  was  in  error.  Tlw  thud  hiddcr, 
SCA  Disposal  Services  of  N.  1^.,  Inc.,  is 
reconm^teodwl  for  tlie  award  of  the  con- 
tract at  llieir  Iwd  price. 

District  7,  Dorcl»e>tcr  South,  con- 
tractor. United  Contwlina?  Comp*tn>, 
Inc,  of  JVHon,  UU  I>orchcster  Avenue, 
Docelicstcr,    Alass.,    price    per  }«ur, 

Tl*c  tow  hkUIcr,  Sanitas  Waste  D*s- 
posid  of  Mass.,  Inc.,  Mt\$  recoru-i 
mended  for  tlic,  aw^rd  of  a  cow  tract  in  the 
City  IVojvr  district,  at  ml  it  is  not  my  in* 
tenlion  torccoriio*eiwt  t't'-ir  awnnled 
<ionlruct*  m  tniv  oilier  nl^lrict.  The 
jccorvrl  ladder.  St*\  Ois;-is:d  Ser\«es  of 
N.  Ii.  Inc.,  U«s  |jK>*n  i«'omim^ik%leil  ftrf 
t'rie  award  0/  contracts  in  ftMir  dher  dis- 
l^k'ts,  sutd  il  is  not  my  intention  tort^o/o* 
irterwtl  tie  award  of  wtdilioikd  w on  k  to  I  hat 
tirm.  The  thir«l  iMibW,  United 
tract  ins  <^ompauy.  Inc.  <>f  IVistori,  Itas 
Informed  ttie  woily  in  JihU  district  for 
1  )au>  )eius  «n  a  most  s.disfaH(V>\  manner 
i  1  ¥ \  \ r:ts  a# ree* I  to  ;k  ce|  »t  a  ci » d  r;iel  » I 
Ih^xvoifcd  l»tdder*s  ftriee. 

OislrKl  0,  Vlasl  Uost(>i>,  eontra<*tnr. 
Urmvn  ins-  Ferris  IiMhiStrU-s.  Inc.  100 
IhdU'l  Stieet,  DfMvl*ester,  Mass..  |*i«v 
p<-r  >e-.ir.>:;iV^JiC 

'Vim  brtv  Irtddei-,  V  At  It  Ser\i»v,  Im%. 
is  not  lvir»^  rmommeiM  1^1  f*#  t Ik*  aw ,ird  of 
a  contr.wt  l*\r.ni%eof «  union  imotvement 

I  ha  I  proh:»U\  "wotild  rt^ult  in  a  MriVn  or 
w<»k  sloj^fc^e  in  it H  o1h<*r  itb%lric4s  of  the 
eit>;  aKo.  we  ha\e  received  informatirjtj 
«|iieKtiiMVNVf  their  |icrfor!nar»ce  uwU*r  their 
contract  for  it^lw'tin^  ^rluvie  in  a  neiili-. 
Irfjcin^c  community.  After  <%)«si(kYaI4c 
ikhhtYalkxi  I  am  rectwruiwctdityi^  liw 
award  of  this  contract  to  Itrownu^Fcrrj* 
Ir»*tirttrk%  at  tlie  ^ecotxl  I w bier's 
pfkv, 

Distrkt  10,  lloxlmry,  cofitractor, 
Urownrits-KerrU  Iu<inslrtt»s  Inc.  100  |I.d« 
let  Strwt.  I>*«rlcester,  Mass.,  price  p«*r 
>ear,  $:ittr*l.«6; 

The  low  lM*Tt  Sanitas  Waste  Dis- 
\wisa{  of  Mass.,  lnc.,isU4ns  n>H)*«m*n«I|ed 
Urt  I  lie  award  of  tU*  rontr.Mt  in  I  lie  City 
tViiw-r  di>tri»'tt  aiMl  it  r*  ik>1  my  mtention 
l<>  reroiuHteibd  llwir  U^inS  wwanUsI  von- 
\cm  t*  in  any  other  di>lr«  I.  'I  U*  ^ecolkd 
t^Hor,  lhownitv;'>t,*eirc«  linltistri»,si  Im%, 
I ms  ]H-rforme«l  the  w»>rk  in  the  Ito\hnry 
<lislrMi  in  a  hkM  sat isf. wtut'\  irwnner  for 
m?»M\  ) ears  niwl  Has  a^reeAl  toaavpt  tlw? 

I I  *i » t I  at  th'"  biw  l4d< ler V  | x u-e. 

A  wan  I  his;  lite  refiise  e(*itri«*ls  w*fax>*»i- 
mrixled  will  rt-Milt  in  a  oVirctso  in  total 
ixists  *if  .s:!:57;iuo  i^*r  >ear,  l\»c  IV7l*r>( 
l»<fow  the  of  the  saiw;  Si^rvKV  Ij«cI  in 
l^7l#.  This  hr*s  n-sntdil  from  i*kjtc  com- 
(Hktiti\e  IwldU^faikit  a  *Us  ri'irs»-  imx^K  hy 
lh*'  rlHriio.Uifm  t*f  the  >epar.*te  Kail*:^ 
folleclii«i«  whw-h  f*clurs  coorc  IIkui  oIIm-I 
ttv  whre.*^'  in  Ldmr  m*d  c*(«*ratii>tr  c*k>Is 
o\  cr  t  he  p.*sl  lluvn  )  ears,  hi  m>  opinion, 
awnrdkts  Ilw  0*1  traits  as  r^eofinnended 
wilt  result  in  pna  in  tenant  of  ttie  hj^h  t^\el 
of  |H*rrorn i^uice  |*evk*nsly  pro\iihsI  hy 
Ihr*  srr\ mx  th<*  viUxmrasefiMlnl  of  as 
tMttii  diversity  awl  com|«aliti(jn  in  lite 
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Ixxsuwj  as  possiWc.  Thc5<3  recorumerida- 
lion*  wre  t!»crefore  in  the  I>c*t  interest  of 
the  city. 

Uespcctfully. 
Jos^nt  F.  Casazza. 
CommissionfC  0/  Public  Works* 

UKM,  rilOPKlXTV  DEPARTMENT 

Tarkman  1  Iousk 

Drar  Ma^oh  Whitkt 

\wt  ^jcrmissix)  is  rernieste*!  to  a\\ard 
a  contract  without  advertising  to  \lv& 
r^oston  Foundation  for  the  care,  Cl^anm^ 
?u*eurity,  oj»er.iti(tfV  I'ucovisiiMisft,  aiwl  e\- 
iiensei  reUlins  to  th«  function  of  th»* 
Park  man  IIooso  at  XI  Rcaeon  Street. 

<Ji\en  lo  t\w  city  in  1^07  hy  llto  IVrk* 
tn-tn  familvp  tl«*  j'arkman  llonse  Kf* 
rweial>  inrwlersone  a  major  rcsioralio«iv  in 
anlMMpattf>n  of  tlie  !>icen ten ni.d,  an<l  is 
rmw  fuia  tioniris  liot  li  as  n  rece}>tW»i  center 
and  as  a  <"enter  for  iuIkui  attaint.  The 
restoration  Was  carefully  farmed  to 
a<*x>nur>*date  a  vark^ty  of  le^es  for  tt^ 
In  did  in^.  The  Ci  r^l.  two  floors,  which  are 
used  for  tdvptkrffc^  diuii^p  arnl  <rwi- 
ferertces  •  coi  id  «  nn  modcri  \  f uw  t it>i  »;d 
furniture  with  x>rneof  the  linest  antknu-s 
on  loin  from  lite  Museum  of  Fine  Arts  arxl 
private  individual*.  Tlie  Mroonrs  on  the 
third  IJoor  will  c\lei>i  the  liospitaJity  0/ 
lioston  to  many  of  tfie  ilKtiusuishwl 
S»*estsoft  lie  city,  arxl  the  fourth  tk*>r  \yro* 
vidos  oftk^e  sp.KV  for  tlic  Park  man  Center 
for  ihhan  At? airs.  One  of  the  major 
ohjcsti\es  of  the  wnler  h  to  assist  the 
Cily  of  Itaston  and  otlier  metropoJitan 
area*  in  improving  llieir  gtivwmnental 
Ntrvictures  and  Nicies..  To  I  his  cwt  the 
center  wUl  »poiisor  Intercity  seminars 
wlxre  ouVials  will  meet  to  exclwn^e 
experiences  anxl  ideas  on  sjreitic  city 
l»r<4^ema,  imrlcrtake  rcscarcii  >tixl*es. 
cstaUKh  an  intern  program,  ?»vl  create 
Ijolicy  task  for<ies  to  knprove  relations 
with  llteir  state  govern ments  aitd  th<^ 
fe< leral  government,  at  a  time  ^Iten  tlwe 
is  diminishing  national  n»w'ern  with 
urUm  priorities. 

I  l»el»eve  It  will  lie  m*)ce  economical  to 
li.*ve  liv  e-iu  fK*lp  to  instire  sorxl  care  of  tlna 
Imxisc  awl  iwovide  continiwM**  securit.v 
rather  tlwn  lo  hire  a  lluve-shiU  M\*urit> 
force.  In  :m  Hit  ion,  live-in  Iw-lp  is  needed 
for  the  aewninodalion  of  distirv;uisl^l 
overniijcht  icuots,  a  fa<*ility  1  lie  eh  v  h.«s  h<w| 
to  jxiiy  for  at  hotels. 

In'VKW  of  the  sjM^ial  natiu«  of  tlte 
UnblutS  ai^l  its  inullipurjtose  use, -I  liave 
nVtermh^l  that  I  lie  Boston  FoutnUlinit 
is  the  n*osl  Mii  la  I  ile  entity  lo  )riYform  thr 
M*rvi(^  descril«ed  ulnar,  aul  tlial  )*iUU- 
divert isins  WtAild  not  i)e  iim^uI  in  this 
iustarn*e. 

Tl«c  term  of  Ihis  <xrtitr;w*l  will  Ivc  from 
Jfuly  1^  1971,  In  June  ^0,  19T.»,  awl  I  lie 
total  amount  wilt  >»4  eweed  $.'U,1 12. 
Very  truly  >ours# 

l*!nwfARn  J.  Ki^nn^v, 
Assistant  l**m m hsiwt* 


AGSBBHB8T 


lliis  AGREEMENT  aado  and  entered  into  this  10th  day  o£  January,  1974, 
*by  and  between  the  P  &  K  Service  Inc#,  located  at  12c  Washington  Street, 
Uellesley,  Massachusetts,  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  tho  "Company"), 
and  tho  United  Stoclworkcrs'of  America,  AFL-GIO-CLC,  (hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  "Union" >,  in  behalf  off  Local  Union  13974. 

WITNESSETH 


That  in  consideration  off  tho  mutual  and  reciprocal  promises  of  the 
partico  hereto,  tho  parties  covenant  and  agree  as  follow© : 

ARTICLE  I 
Recognition 


Section  1*        The  Company  recognises  the  Union  as  the  sole  and  exclusive 
collective  bargaining  agent  for  purposes  of  collective  bargaining  in 
regards  to  wages,  hours,  and  other  tenss  off  conditions  of  caployocnt  for 
all  its  employees  to  whoa  this  Agreement  applies* 

ARTICLE  II 
Union  Shop 


Section  1*        It  shall  be  a  condition  of  eaployzaont  that  all  employees 
of  the  Sraployer  covered  by  this  Agreement  who  are  members  of  the  Union 
in  good  otanding  on  the  effective  or  execution  date  of  this  Agreement, 
whichever  in  the  later,  shall  rcaain  nesibers  in  good  standing  and  those 
who  are  not  ucsibcrs  on  tho  affective  or  execution  date  of  this  Agreement, 
x*hicUever  is  the  later,  shall  on  tho  thirtieth  day  following  the  effective 
or  execution  date  of  this  Agreement,  whichever  is  tha  later,  become  end 
rea&in  sacsabora  in  good  otanding  in  the  Union*    It  shall  also  be  a  condi- 
tion of  employment  that  all  iseubors  covered  by  thio  Agrecncnt  and  hired 
on  or  after  its  effective  or  execution  date,  whichever  is  the  later,  shall 
on  the  thirtieth  day  following  the.  beginning  of  such  caploynent  become  and 
regain  Keabcrs  in  good  standing  in  the  Union* 

ARTICLE  III 
Payroll  Deduction 


t 


ARTICLE  V 
Vacatlono 

Section  1«  *  Braployces  after  one  (1)  year  of  continuous  service  wtll  bo 
entitled  to  one  (1)  weeks1  vacation* 

Section  2,  Employees  after  three  (3)  years  of  continuous  service  will 
be  entitled  to  two  (2)  weeks  vacation* 

ARTICLE  VI 
Jury  Duty 

Section  1.  Make  up  wages  or  salary  will  be  paid  to  eligible  employees 
while  absent  froa  work  for  Jury  Duty,  *  # 

ARTICLE  VII 
Funeral  Leave 

Section  1.        In  the  event  of  death  of  a  member  of  the  luaediatc  family 
of  an  caployee,  the  Company  will  grant  employee  three  (3)  days 

funeral  leave  up  to  and  including  the  day  of  the  funeral ♦ 

ARTICLE  VIII 
Holidays 

Section  1.        All  employees  subject  to  this  Agreement,  shall  receive 
normal  straight  tide  compensation  for  all  Legal  Holidays  proclalned  by 
the  State.  ♦ 

ARTICLE  IX 
Grievance  Procedure 

Section  1.        Should  any  dispute  arise  between  the  Company  and  the  Union 
or  its  members  concerning  this  Agreement  the  dispute  shall  be  settled  in 
the  following  taanner: 


First: 

i 

! 

|  Second: 


Between  the  aggrieved  employee  and  the  Company's  supervisor 
of  the  Department • 

Between  the  aggrieved  employee,  the  Corapanyfs  supervisor  of 
the  Ifeparttaent,  at  this  step  a  Representative  of  the  Inter- 


ARTICLE  XIII 
Assignability 

Section  1.        In  case  of  a  sale  of  all  or  a  substantial  part  of  the 
Company's  property,  the  Company  agrees  to  use  Its  best  efforts  to  require 
such  new  Company  to  assume  this  Agreement  to  the  fullest  extent  possible. 

•    ARTICLE  XIV 
Duration  of  Agreement 

This  AGREEMENT  shall  continue  in  full  force  and  effect  until  January  15, 
1977  and  thereafter  from  year  to  year,  provided  however,  that  either  party 
may  terminate  the  same  upon  giving  sixty  (60)  days  written  notice  to  the 
other  of  Its  intention  to  do  so,  provided  the  termination  is  not  prior  to 
January  15,  1977. 

On  January  15,  1976  SCHEDULE  A  -  Wage  Rates  may  be  reopened  for  renego- 
tiation by  either  party  upon  giving  the  other  party  sixty  (60)  days  written 
notice  of  its  intention  to  do  so  prior  to  January  15,  1976. 


y  &  R  SSRVICfi  TKfl 


UNITED  STEELWORXERS  OP  AMERICA 


-WAGES  ' 

•m   mmm  «m>  **» 

t  -  SCHEDULE.  A 

WAGS  RATES  EFFECTIVE  JANUARY  15,  1974 

LABORER  r  The  Starting  Rate  shall  be  $160,00  per  week  with  an  additional 
$5,00  per  week  increase  every  3ix  (6)  months  until  the  Rate  of 
$180*00  per  week  is  reached,  *  „ 

TRUOC  DRIVERS  -  The  Starting  Rate  shall  be  $180#00  per  week  with  an  addi- 
tional $5.00  per  week  increase  every  six  (6)  caontho  until 
the  Rate  of  $200,00  per  week  is  reached. 

GARB AGS  & 

RUBBISH  COLLECTORS  -  .  The  Starting  Rate  shall  bo  $160,00  per  week  with  an  - 

additional  $5,00  per  week  increase  every  six  (6)  months 
until  the  Rate  of  $190,00  per  week  iu  reached. 


SCHEDULE  B 

As  of  July  15,  1974  any  capioyces  working  the  l&tropolitan  Boston  Area,  a 
supplement  Wage  Scale  will  be  in  effect.    The  fjatropolitan  Boston  Area  shall 
include  all  Districts  in  the  Boston  Area  that  arc  open  to  competitive  bidding 
for  Rubbish  and  Garbage  Rcnovai,    Wage  determination  shall  be  wages  now  in 
effect  under  the  Service  Contract  Act,    Wages  for  the  Metropolitan  Boston 
Area  will  be  - 


TRUCK  DRIVER  CHAUFFEUR    -    $6,00  per  hr. 
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CaWEALTH  OF  MASSACHUSETTS, 


NORFOLK,  SS. 


SUPERIOR  COURT 
DOCKET  NO. 


F.S  R.  SERVICE,  INC.,  THOMAS  A.  SLLIS, 
GARY  CLARK,  PAUL  ARENA,  DONAID  CARPENTER, 
AIM  COTj?,  GEORGE  E.  DYEP,  JR.,  BERNARD 
PECK  AND  MICHAEL  SCfiffCNB 


Plaintiffs 


VS. 


KEVIN  H.  WHITE,  JOSEPH  F.  CASAZZA,  CITY 
OF  B3STCN,  FRANK  J.  McMQRRCW,  AMERICO  PASQUALE, 
SCA  DISPOSAL  SERVICES  OF  NEW  MOT),  INC. , 
BRJNING-FERRIS  INDUSTRIES,  INC. ,  SANTTAS 
WRSBB  DISPOSAL  OF  MASSACHUSETTS,  INC. ,  UNITED 

catfTRMG  company,  inc.  of  boston,  Joseph 
amara  and  sets,  inc.  ,  division  of  waste 

MANACW  OF  MASSACHUSETTS,  INC. 

Defendants 


COMPLAINT 


Therm  C.  O'Keefe  III 
43  Main  Street  and 
Natick,  Massachusetts 
01760 

655-5475 


Charles  J.  Artesani,  Jr. 
375  CcraiOT'ealth  Avenua 
Bostcn,  Massachusetts 
02115 

266-2900 


OPTIONAL  rOKM  NO.  10 

JULY  1*73  EDITION 

«SA  FFMft  <4I  CFftl  tOI.II.* 


UNITED  STATES  GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 


TO. 


S  A  C 


(92-2202) 


date:  5/9/77 


FROM.  :-.  SUPV.  JAMES  F.  SCANLAN,  JR. 

: 

[ 


subject:  KEVIN  H.  WHITE;  -/j 


■bb 
hlC 


AR  -  HOBBS  ACT 


In  view  of  the  publicity  afforded  this  matter , 
this  file  has  been  reviewed  and  the  following  is  a 
summary  of  action  taken:  '* 

On  2/12/75  this  matter  was  referred  to  this 
office  by  the  Office  of  the  USA  based  on  a  copy  of  a 
memo  dated  10/23/74.    This  memo  was  directed  to  the 
Fraudulent  Section  of  the  Criminal  Division  re  material 
presented  to  SEC  and*  USA/  SDNY,  by  I  L 

The  material  in  question  was  reviewed  and  the 
relevant  parts  conceriiedt  an  allegation  that  I 
accompanied  by  one T  V  went  to  the  Office  of 

Mayor  KEVIN  "WHITE  and\made  -a  $10, 000  "payoff 7  no  further  . 
elaboration  in  these  records.    This  document  spelled  OUt% that 
I  I  characterized  the  payment  of  €he  $10,000  as  a 

political  contribution  and  not  a  payoff. 

According  to  this  memo,  it  was  attributed  to  t 

Jcontrolled  a  company  called  [ 


SEC  that[  

a  subsidiary  of  SANITAS  and  SANITAS  would  issue  checks  to 
I  \  these  payments  allegedly  being  used  to 

make  payoffs. 


h6 

hlC 

b7D 


in  this;  memo, 


]  told  the  AUSA,  SDNY,  he 


had  paid  $10,000  to  Mayor  WHITE  and  also  , made  a  payment 
of  stock  to  the  L 


J described  the  payment  to  WHITE  as  a  campaign 


contribution  and  attributed  to  WHITE  a  comment  to  the^effect, 
"He  had  been  having  trouble  with  some  of  the  other  boys". 
This  contribution  and*  comment  allegedly  occurred  in  earl v 
fall  1971  when  WHITE. was  running  for  re-election.  I  ~l 
advised  I  ~\  was  present  with  him  when  the  contribution 

was  made. 


JFS:gm 


SEARCHED^ 


JKOZXIO. 
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6010-11* 


Buy  U.S.  Savings  Bonds  Regularly  on  the  Payroll  Savings  Plan 
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  The  memo  indicated  the  payment  of  stock  to 

I  I  was  because  SANITAS  had  a  cleaning  contract 

for  buildings  in  the  State  of  Mass,    The  stock  was  in 

Reclamations  Systems/  Inc.  and  was  transferred  on   

9/28/70  to  i  i  a  nominee' designated  by^ 


In  this  regards  I  Twas  declared  legally  incompetent 

because  of  senility. 

I  I  stated  he  made  the  $10,000  contribution 

in  two  installments,  one  some  time  prior  to J the  Primary 
(9/14/71)  and  the.  other  subsequent  to  the  Primary  but 
before  the  general  election.  I  I  states  I  I  gave 

Mayor  WHITE  an  envelope  with  $5,000  with  I  |  present  on 

both  occasions.  |  |also  stated  that  in  about  February, 

1972,1  lhad  a  meeting  with  other  contractors  relative 

to  splitting  up  areas  and  the  prices  to  be  bid  for  the 
areas.  I  Iclaimed  to  have  attended  this  meeting  with. 

I  I  denies  ever  having  attended  any  such 

meeting  .or  even  knowing  about  it.; 


1 described  the  payment  to 


Mayor  WHITE  as  political  contributions.  I  J describes 

his  stock  transaction  with I  las  being  strictly 

voluntary  and  done  to  solidify  himself  with  I  I 
nothing  being  asked  by  I  I  stating  it 

was, not  a  payoff. 


 ,  when  initially  interviewed,  said  he 

had  no  independent  recollection  of  accompanying 


to  WHITE'S  office;  however,  he  would  not  deny  it  stating 
he  just  didn't  have  any  independent  recollection.  He 
stated  he  feels  l~        T Would  have  made  the  payments  to 
WHITE  rather  than  himself. 

On  reinterview, I  "Isaid  he  went  the  first, 

time  wittj  I  to  the  Office  of  Mayor  WHITE  but  not  the 

second  time  and  he  has  ho  recollection  of  any  conversation 
by  WHITE  when  the  contribution  was  made  re  other  contractors, 
He  also  claims  I         ~lmade  the  payment. 

I  I  stated  that  in  connection  with,  the 

contract  for  1972  he  added  an  extra  $150,000  over.  What 
the  bid  should  have  been.    However ,1  I  denies  any 

knowledge  of  the  $150,000  stating  he  prepared  the  bid. 
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I  I  states  that  the  contribution^ to  WHITE 

was* made  after  conversation  he  had  with  Attorney I  I 


wherein  he  told  I  bf  his  intention  to  make,  a  contribu- 
tion to  the  Mayor  whereas [  I  states  he  was  summoned 


to  the  Office  of  Mayor  WHITE,,  at  which  time  the  Mayor 
advised  he  needed  money  and  asked  for  "ten  big  ones". 

Records  re  campaign  contributions  for  the  Primary 
were  reviewed  and  there  was  no  indication  of  any -contribution 
attributable,  to  I  I.    The  contribution  records 

for  the  general  election  were  destroyed  pursuant  to  law 
prior  to  review. 

The  Public  Works  Commissioner,  an  individual  of 
good  reputation,  advised  there  was  no  contract  awarded 
in  1972;  that  the  contract  was  awarded  in  March,  1971; 
that  this  contract:  did  not.  expire  until  1974;  that  there 
was  no  interference  by  the  Mayor  and  that  he,  the  Commissioner, 
did  realign  territories  with  the  agreement  of  the  contractors 
, because  it  was  in  the  best  interests  of  the  city  and  was  not 
•»;t:  the  behest  of  either  the  contractors  or  the  Mayor. 

Two  other  contractors,  who  were  allegedly  in 


be 

b7C 
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attendance  at  the  meeting  referred  to  by  |  \  denied 

ever  having  attended  such  a  meeting,  stating  they  did  make 
personal  contributions  to  the  Mayor  in  his  election  of  1971; 
however,  they  were  not  pressured,  in  any  way,  one  contractor 
mentioning  that  such  contributions  have  been  automatic  since 
the  days  of |  1 


 The  facts  of  this  case  were  discussed  with 

AUSA  I  Yon  5/29/75  and  6/25/75,  at  which 

time  it  was  noted  there  were  wide  discrepancies  between 
the  only  two  witnesses  to  the  $10,000  contribution  to  WHITE'S 

1971  campaign.  Tf-  was  noted  during  this  conference  that  the 
principal  witness, \  I  claimed  he  decided  to 
make  the  contribution  to  solidify  SANITAS •  position  for  the 

1972  refuse  City  of  Boston  bids  in  the  fall  of  1971  when,  in 
fact,  the  contracts  had  already  been  awarded  in  March,  1971, 
and  would  not  be  again  awarded  until  March,  1974.;    It  was 

also  noted  that!  I  said  he  decided  to  make  the  contribution 
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and  made  it  accompanied  bv  I  1  while [  I 

claimed  he  had  been  solicited  himself  by  WHITE ,  he  then  

going  to |  jwho  approved  paying  the  $10,000.  | 

requested  at  this  time  two  additional  refuse  contractors  who 
made  contributions  to  WHITE'S  1971  campaign  be  interviewed 
to  determine  whether  or  not  pressure  was  exerted  on  them; 
that  at  the  conclusion  of  said  interviews  a  re-evaluation 
will  be  made  as  to  the  prosecutive  potential  of  this  case. 
I  |  also  noted  that  the  facts  relating  to  the  shares 
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of  stock  given  to 
health,  would  be  a 

of  I  N 


coupled  with  [ 


____  's  mental 

bar  to  prosecution  as  to  that  portion 
statements. 


AUSA 


was  contacted  on  11/13/7 5 ,  at  which 


time  he  had  not  made  any  determination  as  to  the  prosecutable  k6 
potential.  ~  b7c 


On  2/11/76  AUSA[ 


]said  there  was  no  supporting 


evidence  which  would  enable  him  to  initiate  the  course  of 
prosecutive  action  and  that  he  was  closing  his  file. 

It  is  to  be  noted  that  during  this  investigation 
IRS  was  furnished  full  particulars  re  this  matter. 


It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  USA,  Boston,  was 
extremely  reluctant  to  conduct  open  investigation  re 
WHITE  allegations  in  absence  of  specifics  that  would 
develop  a  prosecutable  violation  feeling  data  not  solid 
enough  to  openly  proceed  without  possibly  harming  WHITE'S 
chances  in  the  forthcoming  Mayoralty  campaign  and  a 
possibility  of  WHITE'S  obtaining  a  slot  on  the  National 
Democratic  ticket  as  Vice  President. 


F0*3*O  <Rev,  7-H*0$l 
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arron,  Mi%  success 


Payoff  stories  no  surprise 
to  Chelsea  acquaintances 

1  People  who  knew  Ted  Barron  in  the  1920s  and 
1930s  when  he  was  growing  up  in  Chelsea  weren't ' 
surprised  by  stories  that  he  was  the  power  behind  a 
.Boston  company  that  acted  as  the  conduit  In 
'distributing  $1.2  million  in  illegal  political 
'contributions,  cash  payoffs  and  kickbacks  for 
[Sanitas. 

j  1 
i  'Teddy  was  always  a  showboat"  $aid  a  Chelsea  f 
'man  who  went  to  school  with  Barron's  brother.  MHo 
f  was  a  real  good  looking  man,  always  a  popular  guy 
{with  the  ladies,  liked  to  live  high  off  the  hog.  There's 
*no  question  Sn  my  mind  he  made  the  payoffs.  He's 
'  done  that  kind  of  thing  for  years." 

Another  Chelsea  man,  who  worked  at  a  cwh  for 
Barron  during  the  early  30$Os  when  Barron  owned' 
the  Chelsea-Everett  Sweepers,  a  $emi*pro  football 
team,  said:  "He  was  the  kind  of  guy  who  could  con 
you  out  of  anything.  Ha  could  get  anything  he 
'  wanted,  but  then  you'd 'have  to  chase  him  for  the 
money.  I  don't  mean  it  in  a  bad  way,  but  I  guess  he 
was  a  connivcr  " 

Abraham  Theodore  Barron  is  a  product  not  only 
of  Chelsea,  where  he  was  born  an  1921,  but  also  of  the 
Great  Depression. 

"Determined  to  get  out,  he  first  got  a  scholarship 
to  a  prep  school  In  New  York,  and  around  1940  he 
started  at  Duke  University  on  a  scholarship.  But  the 
war  broke  out  before  he  could  finish,  so  he  left  school 
to  Join  the  Coast  Guard,  returning  to  Chelsea  later  to 
take  over  the  family  scrap  business  from  hts  sick 
.father.  ,  \ 

He  married  a  Chelsea  woman,  had  two  children 
and,  except  for  the  time  with  the  Sweepers,  he 
seemed  to  have  spent  his  life  in  the  waste  business, 
where  he  made  a  good  living.  People  whe  knew  him 
during  that  period  remember  him  as  living  well  and 
talking  big,  but  they  also  xtmmte*  some  unpaid^ 
biUs.  < 

.     :0Byf19$9,  Barron  was  deeply  involved  with 
1  S%nita£  becoming  a  director  and  then  $xeemive  vice , 
>  president  of  the  parent  company,  as  well  as  an  officer 
of  many  subsidiaries. 

'    By  this  lime,  B*rxon  had  left  bchin^jQGaSLijt  ^ 
Chelsea^ast.  He  had  a  beautiful  home  In  Newton  and 
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was  Hvta&j^gjEamorous  me,  traveling  around  the 
count^TcrT'corpprate  spending  sprees  acquiring 
sculler  companies  for  Sanitas  and,  in  connection  with 
hivcash  conduit,  ATB  Enterprises, 

JHe  developed  a  passion  for  Chinese  art,  which  he 
( (displayed  in  his  office,  and  began  to  pressure  Sanitas 
pmployccs  and  subsidiaries  to  purchase  various 
jChinese  artifacts  for  him. 

\  When  Barron  left  Sanitas  in  "1973,  about  the  time 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  was1 
^beginning  an  investigation,  he  took  his  art  collection  > 
With  him.  The  company  took  him  to  court  and  he 
Agreed  to  pay  $15,314  at  $1 000  per  month,  but  after  the 
first  $1000,  the  payments  stopped, 

\*  The  Globe  tried  to  find  Barron  for  an  Interview/ 
3  J^ut  his  whereabouts  are  $till  a  mystery, 

'  John  Berman,  his  lawyer,  said  Barron  is  often  in 
Boston,  but  he  doesn't  know  where  he  lives  or  what 
he  does  for  a  living  or  even  how  to  find  him.  "He  calls 
,  me/'  Berman  explained. 

1 

1  Wherever  he  fs,  his  former  colleagues  are- 
convinced  he's  making  money.  ; 

"Last  I  heard,  he  was  running  around  playing 
tennis  every  day  —  with  .movie  .stars,"  said  John 
Wipfler,  who  was  once  president  of  the  Boston 
subsidiary.  **He*s  a  fancy  guy.  He  don't  fool  around,  > 
In  fact,  I  heard  recently  he  married  some  millionaire 


t 
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Garage  lessee:  I  gave ' 
to  White  in  'T-kgot  tax  breal 


By  David  Kogcrs  '  *  1  t 
and  Walter  V.  Robinson  ^  t 

Globe  Staff 

The  president  of  a  Boston  parking  _ 

,  company  that  once  held  valuable  leases  j 

%  on  several  city-owned  garages  has  al-  i 
leged  that  he  used  relatives,  a  business 
as$ociate,and  direct  cash  payments  to  j 
give  $10,000  to  Mayor  Kevin  White's 
bst  campaign  in  December  1974,  * 

Francis  X.  Green,  president  of  First 
Boston  Parting,  said  the  $10,000  was  to  , 
pay  for  his  allotment1  of  tickets  to  a 
White  fundraiser  that  month.  He  said  t 
he  took  the  full  amount  in  cash  to  Real 
,?rop*rly  Comr.  Joanne  Preyott.  whose 

.  department  *dmiiil*l<**  the  ci*v 

'  r*ge,  Tirst  Boston  leased. 


iJ&ough  Prevost  vestcrday  denied 


any  knowledge  of  the  alleged  transac- 
tion. Green  said  it  was  at  her  sugges- 
tion that  he.later  divided  at  least  $3000 
of  the  money  into  three  $1000  checks  re- 
corded in  the  names  of  his  father,  an 
uncle  and  ,*  business  associate, 

Green  said  the  remainder  of  the 
$10,000  was  given  to  Prevost  as  cask 
and  that  the  following  year.  1975.  he 
gave  $6000  in  cash  for  tickets  to  a  White 
fundraiser  -at  the  Museum  of  Science, 

Green  said  he  believed  the  continua- 
tion of  his  leases  and  a  substantial  rent 
abatement  from  the  city  would  not 
.  haye  few*  possible  without  his  sizeable 
^contribution.  1     i       /  £ 
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i  ?J<$<Tn  Alviani,  special  counsel  ttf  tfw>  i^yor^jtfe, 
cljnjtht^t  night  io  comment  on  Grrcn's  legations. 
He  said  he  would  study  the  allegations  before  making 
a  f  tJjSmcnt  today,  ' 

I  news  to  me/*  said  the  city's  lawyer.  Corpora- 
tifcruCbunsel  Herbert  Gleason.  when  informed  of  the 
ayegations.  "I  know  nothing  about  them  and  no  way 
tcj  judge  their  veracity  " 

j  Under  state  campaign  finance  laws,  no  person 
may  give  a  cand  idate  more  than  $1099  in  &  single  year, 
afcd  cash  contributions  of  snore  than  are  forbid* , 
d£n.  Similarly,  it  is  illegal  for  any  person  to  make  a 
donation  in  a  second  person"*  oarae,  and  a  candidate 
is  forbidden  from  knowingly  receiving  «*ch  funds. 

!  Green,  who  later  received  substantial  abatements 
frjom  the  Real  Property  Board  on  his  garage  leases* 
fij^t  made  his  allegations  in  a  telephone  interview 
wath  a  Globe  reporter  Monday,  At  a  meeting  Tuesday 
wjjth  two  Globe  reporters,  he  repeated  the  allegations, 

j  Xj>  a  subsequent  phone  call.  Green  said  he  had 
'  tapl^gg^with  an  attorney  and  had  been  advised  to  dis- 
cus^the  matter  no  further,  lie  said  he  was  frightened 
and*4fiat  he  might  have  to  dezsy  snaking  the  allega- 
tipns  if  the  Globe  printed  them, 

1 1  ^Askcd  if  he  meant  that  the  charges  were  untrue, 
Careen  said:  *Sure,  they're  true,  I  ju<t  flight  h?ve  to 
deny  them  or  I'll  be  ruined  in  this  town-  I'll  never  be 
afcle  to  do  business  in  this  town  agaIaT  1  '  mm 

j    Though  Green  offered  no  financial  statements  to 
show  that  he  had  withdrawn  the  $10j000  from  a  bank, 
tpe*thrce  names  he  listed  Monday  Appear  on  thej 
nSayor's  campaign  finance  records  as  donors  contrite . 
tf}tin£on  the  same  day.  Dec.  12.  I  $74. 

I  *The  first  $1000  is  listed  to  Richard  G.  Cotton, 
(jreen's  uncle  and  a  resident  of  West  Newton,  Cotton, 
who^said  he  had  once  worked  for  Green,  was  reluc- 
unf  to  answer  questions  when  interviewed  Monday, 
Uit  he  confirmed  that  he  bad  been  given  cacney  by' 
hjs  nephew  to  give  to  White's  eajapaiga. 

j  *A  second  $1000  is  attributed  to  George  J.  Green; 
whoim  Green  identified  as  his  father,  who  was  in 
Fjorida  at  the  time,  but  who  is  listed  in  campaign 
records  at  Francis  Green's  former  Milton  address. 

j    The  third  $1000  is  listed  to  Irving  Sokov.  a  former 
business  associate  of  Green,  Sokov  denied  this  week 
receiving  any  money  from  Green,  but  Green  insisted 
that  he  had  given  $1000  to  his  associate  for  the  pur- ' 
■  *>os'c  of  giving  the  money  to  White's  campaign. 

j  1  Although  Green  said  he  gave  the  remaining  $7000 
in  cash  to  Prevost,  he  also  said  his  dealings  most  of* 
ten  were  with  Franci$  Tracey.  a  deputy  commissioner 
it\  JJcal  Property,  Tracey  first  gave  him  his  tickets, 
Craea  said,  and  when  he  brought  in'  the  cash,  Traced 
was  present  with  Prevost,  ,  i       , .  \ 


,  ;  '^\antt  TraTey  called  and  said  he  wanted  t2L2£*! 
me,^  Green  said,  *We  went  for  a  walk  in  City  TfitflHw* 
an^toergave  me  the  tickets.  !         *  o  . 

*t*fhe  tickets  were  the  first  time  I  was  approached 
for*s:ny  money  "  Green  said,  He  said  hebeheved  that, 
l^if  I  hadn't  bought  the  tickets,  there  would  have  been 
no  abatements  and, I  would  have, been  kicked  out." 

J  Though  he  was  uncertain  as  tolth$  exact  date* 
jGrcerTsaid  it  was  Tracey  who  first  suggested  that  he 
j  ^PpJbLfor  abatements  on  the  garages  to  recover  the 

costs  of  repairs  to  elevators  as  well  as  lost  revenue 

flue  to  downtime,.  * 

{  Records  for  the  Real, Property  Board  also  show 
£hat  it  was  Tracey  who  later  prepared  a  report  on  this 
request,  and  in  October  1£7$  the  board  voted  to  give 
brccn's  firm,  First  Boston,  a  rent  credit  of  $$0,4-3-}. 

j  In  fact.  $18,763  of  this  abatement  was  actually 
credited  to  a  second  firm.  West  Coast  Parking  Associ* 
Jttes  Inc.,  under  a  distribution  worked  out  in  March 

L976.  and  the  entire  sum  has  since  been  challenged  by 

he  city's  Law  Department. 

This  controversy  was  the  subject  of  a  Globe  art*. ' 
Io  last  Friday/When  Green  called  Monday,  he  said 
ic  wtnngtrfd  by  the  way  the  abatement  had  been 
xandlcd,  71  feel  like  blowing  the  whistle  on  all  of 
hern,'*  he  said.  ' 

,  ,  City  attorneys  have  argued  that  Green  got  "too 
nuch  money,  both  through  First  Boston  as,  well  as  a 
idden  interest  in  West  Coast,  but  that  their  efforts 
o  bring  suit  and  recover  the  money  have  sometimes 


*£/gr#v«>rcd  at 


-<-E9r  example,  tjfie  Law  Department  is  looking  for 


rcen  to  serve  him  with  court  papers.  But  Prevost. 
!  who  spoke  with  Green  twice  this  week,  had  yet  to  tell 
faleason'  yesterday  *  afternoon  that  she  knew  where 
<  Green  could  bc"found,  ■    ,  t      ■  -* 
1     According  to  Green,,  Prevost  suggested  that  First 
Boston  would  be  credited  with  the  money  that  had 
gone  to  West  Coast,  a  position  the  l^aw  Department 
Jjas  yet  to  agree  to.  Prevost  said  yesterday  that  she 
tould  not  remember  if  she  had  ciscus$od  the  credit  v/Rh  * 
3Greet<;  hut  te$t  week  she  $ont  a  IHter  to  tha  city  ■ 
?Tre&siuy  Department  arcing  that  such  an  adjusttijent  * 

j     *3The  more  I  think  about  it"  Prevost  said,  "this  is 
U  guy  with  an  axe  to  grind.  It's  so  ridiculous,  it  is  too, , 
'  <silly  to  comment, M  .'  *  i  %  *  .  . 

J  had  nothing  to  do  with  fundraising.  Fm  a  peo- 
ple raiser,  you  know  that/*  she  said  in  reference  to  her 
former  role  as  the  mayor's  patronage  secretary.    >  ( 

i  4  Tracey,  who  is  recovering  from  an  illness,  v/as  in 
JHorida  yesterday,  Prevost  said,  and  efforts  to  reach 
;him  through  the  commissioner's  office  were  unsuc- 

fCCSSful,  ,.,«,..         S     ,  '  *       *  , 

}  The  g^rzge^  once  leased  by  Green  include  some 
jof  the  largest  owned  by  the  city,  and  at  one  point 
jFirst  Boston  held  leases  on  four  facilities  with  more 
{than  7260  spaces.  Since  the  summer  of  197$,  Green  has 
*hrfd  no  leases,  however,  and  is  reportedly  living  fa  Key 


-tfjgo,  Fla,,  with  his  parents. 


JLL*31i<?  garages  are  leased  after  public  biddingf4awU- 
>in  at  least  one  case,  Green  received  extensions  be- 
iyond  his  normal  contract  period  of  one  year.   *  * 

I  ,  lE&vost's  tdmimstretton  of  Real  Property  is  under 
Jinv&t&ation  by  the  Suffolk  County  District  Attorney's 
foffitfcf  l*ast  month,  the  office  subpoenaed  city  docu* 
I  rnents* related  to  city  contracts  that  were  awarded  by 
I  Xt^l  Property  in  many  ccscs  to  campaign  ccntribu- 
jto^t&tae  mayor.  *• 
5  iZZMore  than  $&0,0CO  was  raised  at  the  December 
I  lS?3d53ndraiser,  and  a  Globe  survey  of  those  contrib- 
t  uUQg^nd  doing  business  with  Real  Property  or  Parks 
f  -^second  area  of  investigation  ~  has  found  12  sepa 
\  ritc41000  contributi'/'  *  on  Dec.  12,  ' 
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REPLY  TO  I  1 

ATTN  or.     SUPV  .  I  I 


subject i    KEVIN  H.  WHITE; 

I  zzi. 

AR  -  HOBBS  ACT 
to:    SAC,  .BOSTON  (92-2202) 


Review  of  bulky  exhibits  in  this  case  reflects 
that  Bulky  Exhibit  1B(1)  should  be  returned  to  the  City  of 
Boston  Corporation  Counsel. 

This  case  is  being  reopened  in  order  to  return 
above-mentioned  exhibit. 


be 
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subject.    KEVIN  ,H»  WHITE; 

I   1^- 

AR  -  HOBBS  ACT 
to,    SAC,  BOSTON,    (92-2202)  (C) 


4hlTED  STATES  GOVERNMENT 

memorandum 


An  attempt  was  made  to  obtain  exhibit  from  bulky 
room  in  order  to  return  same*    The  exhibit  was  not  in  the 
jacket  and  the  exhibit  form  was  also  gone. 

It  appears  from  the  bulky  exhibit  form  in  file  that 
the  exhibit  was  returned  on  2/14/77  by  SAl 


On  9/26/78 


3  City  Clerk1 s  Office, 


telephone  725-4600,  advised  that  office  would  have  no  record 
of  whether  the  exhibit  was  returned.    There  would  have  been 
no  reason  for  them  to  retain  it  as  under  law  it  could  have 
been  destroyed. 

:;  In  view  of  this  case  being  reopened  in  order  to 

return  exhibit,  and  apparently  same  was  returned,  this  case 
is  being  closed. 
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UNITED  STATES  GOVERNMENT 


^Memorandum 


SAC  BOSTON  92-2202 


FROM 


subject: 


SAC  TAMPA  92-1957 


KEVIN 


date:  10/19/78 

File  Destruction  Program 


(Titie) 


Enclosed  are  


,  items. 


These  items  are  forwarded  your  office  since: 

XIH  All  logical  investigation  completed  in  this  Division 
XKD  You  were  00  at  the  time  our  case  was  RUC'd. 
Enclosures  are  described  as  follows: 
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be 
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TRANSMIT  VIA: 
C!  Teletype 

□  Facsimile 

□   


FBI 

PRECEDENCE: 
Ej  Immediate 
O  Priority 
□  Routine 


CLASSIFICATION: 

□  TOP  SECRET 

□  SECRET 

O  CONFIDENTIAL 

□  AJNCLAS  E  F  T  O 
*Z  UNCLAS      ,  , 

Date  9//L/*t> 


00  HO 
DE  BS 

0  161245Z  SEP  86 
FM  BOSTON  (194C-420)  (?) 
TO  DIRECTOR  (IMMEDIATE) 
ATTN: 


WHITe|  COLLAR  CRIME  SECTION, 


SUPERVISOR 
POLITICAL  CORRUPTION  UNIT,  FBIHO 
BT 

UNCLAS 

UNSUBS;-  CORRUPTION  WITHIN  THE  BOSTON  'REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  (BRA)  ; 
HO BBS  ACT-C^O'  00:BS 

REFERENCE  BOSTON  TELETYPE  TO  THE  BUREAU,  DATED  9/9/86. 

FOR  THE  INFORMATION  OF  THE  BUREAU  EARLIER  THIS  SUMMER, 


b7C 


DISTRICT 


SENT  ASSISTANT  UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEY 
OF  MASSACHUSETTS ,  BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS ,  A  LETTER  WHICH  OUTLINED 
ALLgfATION^OF  POSSIBLE  MISCONDUCT  DURING  "Ts^  FORMER  MAYOR  KEVIN 
WHITE'S  ADMINISTRATION.    THE  SOURCE  OF  THE  ALLEGATION  WAS  UNNAMED 


Approved 


Tfansmitted 


(Number)  VTime 


1 


"  FILED 


b6 
b7C 


ifo-ae  tRt*,a  2'e  82> 


TRANSMIT  VIA: 
O  Teletype 
□  Facsimile 
O   


FBI 

PRECEDENCE; 
O '  Immediate 
D  Priority 
□  Routine 


CLASSIFICATION: 

□  TOP  SECRET 
O  SECRET 

O  CONFIDENTIAL 
O  UNCLASEFTO 

□  UNCLAS 

Date  


*>AGE  TWO,BS194C-420,UNCLAS 

BUT  IDENTIFIED  AS  ^ATTORNEY  WHO  HAD  WORKED  AT  THE  BOSTON 
REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  (BRA)  ,  AT  THE  TIME  OP  THE  QUESTIONABLE 
TRANSACTION..    THE  ALLOCATION  IS  THAT  THE  JOHN  KANd'cOCK  COMPANY 
WAS  PRESSURED  BY  PORMER  MAYOR:  KEVIN  WHITE  INTO  MAKING  A 
$4  MILLION  CORPORATE  GIFT  TO  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY  IN  ORDER  TQ 
GET  A  CHANCE  IN  A  DEVELOPMENT  AGREEMENT  WHICH  HAD  MADE  WITH  THE. 
CITY  IN  THE  LATE  60' S.    THE  CHANGE  WAS  SOUGHT  IN  THE  SUMMER  OP 
1982.    THE  ORIGINAL  AGREEMENT  WAS  THAT  ONCE  THE"  NEW  HANCOCK 
TOWE^t  WAS  BUILT  ANOTHER  OFFICE  BUILDING  OWNED  BY  HANCOCK,  IN 
COPLY SOUARE,  WOULD  BE  DEMOLISHED  AND  A  PARK  WOULD  BE  BUILT 

S<nz  ... 

ON  THAT  9tQm.    TN  1982 ,  HANpCOCK  DETERMINED  THAT  IT  WISHED  TO  KEEP 
AND  USE  THE  OLDER  BUILDING,  AND  SOUGHT  THE  'CITY'S  APPROVAL  TO 
CHANGE  THE  DEAL  ACCORDINGLY  .    A  NUMBER  OF  CITY  APPROVALS  •  WERE 
.NECESSARY  TO  EFFECTUATE  THE  CHANGE  THE  FIRST  AND  MOST  IMPORTANT 
.BEING  THE  BRA.    THE  BRA  IN  OTHER  CITY  AGENCIES  APPROVED  THE 
CHANGE  IN  LATE  1982, ,AND  EARLY  1983 . 

THE  IMPLICATION  OF  THE  ALLj2?ATION  IS  THAT  FORMER  MAYOR 
KEVIN  WHITE  'WOULD  ONLY  APPROVE  THIS  CHANGE  IF  JOHN  HANPCOCK" 
MADE  A  $4.  MILLION  GIFT  TO  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY  SCHOOL  OF  ENGINEERING, 
WHICH  BU  PRESIDENT  JOHN  SILBER  WAS  IN  THE  PROCESS  OF  ptTt.T^TWf. 


Approved: 


Transmitted 


(Number)  (Time) 


Per 


F^3e(R»«  8  26  82) 


TRANSMIT  VIA: 
□  Teletype 
O  Fee  simile - 
O  _^  


FBI 

PRECEDENCE: 
O  Immediate 
O  Priority 
U  Routine 


CLASSIFICATION: 

□  TOP  SECRET 
O  SECRET 

□  CONFIDENTIAL 
O  UNCLASEFTO 

UNCLAS 

Date.  


PAGE  THREE, BS194C-42Q/UNCLAS 


THEi  EXI STANCE'  ^NATURE  OF  THIS  ALLEGED  SECRET  itf  PRIVATE 
CONDITION  FOR  THE  CITY  "-S  FAVORABLE  ACTION  Q»  HANCOCKS 
PROPOSAL  IS  THE  PRINCIPAL  SUBJECT  OF  THIS  INVESTIGATION. 

INVESTIGATION  TO.  DATE  HAS  REVEALED  THAT  JOHN  HAN^COCK 
DID  "HAKE  A  FOUR  AND  A  HALF  MILLION  DOLLLAR\ CONTRIBUTION  TO  IS^ 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY  "IN  EARLY  1983  ,  ^  VARIOUS  RECORDS  AND 

"REPORTS  CONFIRM"  THAT  JOHN  HAN^COCK  WAS  ABLE  TO  GET  THIS     <  - 

AGREEMENT  WITH  THE  CITY  CHANGED  DURING  THE.  SAME"  TIME  PERIOD . 


BRA  RECORDS  FOR'  THE  TALL'  OF  1982,  CONFIRM  THAT  [ 


WAS" 


CALLING  BRA 


ABOUT  THE  "HAN/COCK"  MATTER'  W 


IN  OCTOBER,  "IN  1982 .  A  NEWSPAPER  ARTICLE  FROM  EARLY  1984 ,  ABOUT 
THE  RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  KEVIN  WHITE  AND  I  L  REPORTS 


•THAT  THE  HAN^COCK  CONTRIBUTION  TO.  BU"  CAME  OUT  OF  A  PRIVATE 
MEETING  BETWEEN  'KEVIN  WHITE  AND  THE  HANCOCK 


b6 
b7C 


IN  THE.  SAME  ARTICLE,  BRA  SPOKESMAN 
STATES  THAT  THERE  WAS  NO  ^LATIQNSHIP(WHAT  SO  EVEr)bETWEEN  BU 
AND  THE  CITY'S  APPROVAL  OF  JOHN  HAN^COCKS  PROPOSALS  TO  CHANGE 


HIS  AGREEMENT " WITH  THE  CITY.  KEVIN  WHITE.  AND 
A  LONG  STANDING  PERSONAL  RELATIONSHIP. 


have;  had 


HIRED  KEVIN  WHITES 


MANY  YEARS  AGO  AS  A  CONSULTANT,  PAYING. HER  APPROXIMATELY 


Approved: 


Transmitted 


Per 


(Number)  (Time) 


N>3e(Re«  8  26  62) 


TRANSMIT  VIA: 

□  Teletype 

□  Facsimile 

□   


FBI 

PRECEDENCE: 

□  Immediate 
O  Priority 

□  Routine 


CLASSIFICATION: 

□  TOP  SECRET 
□SECRET 

O  CONFIDENTIAL 

□  UNCLAS  E  F  T  O 

□  UNCLAS 

Date   ; 


*>AGE  POUR',  BS194C-42Q  ,UNCLAS 

$20 , 000/ YEAR  FOR  HER.  PART-TIME  SERVICES .  ADDITIONALLY 


IS .ALLEGED  TO  HAVE  ENGAGED  IN  STRONG  ARM  TACTICS  AMOUNG  BU 
ADMINISTRATORS  IN  ORDER  TO  RAISE  CAMPAIGN  FUNDS  FOR' FORMER.  MAYOR 
KEVIN 'WHITE T   FINALLY,  KEVIN  WHITE  WENT  TO  WORK  AT  BU  WHEN  HE. 
LEFT  THE  CITY  OF  BOSTON  IN  JANUARY ,  198A,  REPORTEDLY  AS  A 
$100,000  A  YEAR  PROFESSOR.    BU  ALSO  HIRED  SEVERAL- OF  WHITE'S 
POLITICAL  AIDS  IN  EARLY  1984,  INCLUDING 


AT  THAT  TLME'  SIMULTANEOUS  INTERVIEWS  WILL  BE  CONDUCTED  WITH 

JOHN  KAN^COCK,  BOSTON, 


MASSACHUSETTS,  AND 


JOHN 


HAN^COCK .    BOTH  THESE  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  IDENTIFIED' AS  BEING 


MOST  DIRECTLY  INVOLVED  WITH  THE  "GIFT"  AND  THE  CITY  AGREEMENT. 

IS  IN  *  THE  GRAND  JURY ,  THE  HANCOCK  OFFICIALS  WILL 


while 


BE  INTERVIEWED  AND  T>OCUMENTS  SUBPOENAED. 
BT 


be 

b7C 


b3 
b6 
b7C 


Approved: 


.  Transmitted 


Per 


(Number)  (Time) 


Memorandum 


«  SA 


To 


From 


d  r  -  1 

Wjz^,        cLfi^ri  Fh^.  Wtuf,^ 


b6 
b7C 


*****  C6»Z*f  -ZAS&i,  /tjZSZ»j^ 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


wowed.: 


SEP  23  1986 
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DATE:,        May  29,  1986 
SUBJECT:     197  Clarendon  Street 


Background 

In  1968,  Planned  Development  Areas  (PDA's) 'No.  1  and 
No*  2  were  designated  by  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
(BRA)  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life1 
Insurance  Company  (Hancock)  to  build  its  new  tower.    The  PDA 
called  for  the  building  at  197  Clarendon  Street  (Clarendon 
Building)  to  be  demolished  and  replaced  with  a  plaza  and  a 
much  smaller  building. 

In  1982,  the  BRA  and  the  Zoning  Commission,  at 
Hancock's  request,  amended  the  PDA  to  allow  Hancock;  to 
substantially  rehabilitate  the  Clarendon  Building.  Reasons 
given  were  that  the  downdraft  from  the  tower  would  render 
open  space  at  the  site  undesirable,  the  architectural  charm 
of  the  building  and  the  need  of  Hancock  for  more  office 
space. 

At  the  Zoning  Commission, hearing  on  September  13,  1982, 

i  .b  6 

 suggested  that  the  Commission  condition  b7 


its  approval  on  Hancock  making  a  "substantial  contribution" 
to  the  rehabilitation  of  Copley  Square.    The  commissioners 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  they  could  not  grant  conditional 
approval,  but  did  adopt  a  separate  motion  to  recognize 
Hancock's  commitment  to  participate  with  other  parties  in 
the  improvement  of  Copley  Square. 


Hancock  did  wind  up  contributing  approximately  $750,000 
to  Copley  .Square  improvements  .; 


Allegations 

,        Last  week,  a  colleague  was  speaking  to  an.  employee  of 
the  BRA  .and  mentioned  the  Clarendon  Building.    Why  did  the 
City  allow  a  building  to  be  rehabilitated  rather  than  insist 
oh  open  space?    The  benefits,  it  seemed,  flowed  exclusively 
toward  Hancock.    Did  Hancock  in  fact  give  the  City  anything 
in  exchange  for  a  beneficial  change  in  the  PDA? 

The  BRA;  employee  indicated  that  he  purposely  did  not  . 
involve  himself  with  the  process.  However,  it  was  his 
understanding  that  approval  of  the  amendment  to  the  PDA  was 
conditional  on  Hancock  contributing  a  substantial  amount  to 
a  charity  chosen  by  the  Mayor.  That  charity  was  the  Boston 
University  School  of  Engineering  of  which  the.  then-Chairman 
of  Hancock  was  an  alumnus;    The  gift  allegedly  totalled  $AM. 

Please  let  me  know  what,  if  anything,  I  can  do  for  you. 

Attachments :- 

Minutes  of  Zoning  Commission,  9/13/82 
Vote  of  Zoning  Commission,  9/13/82 
Minutes  of  BRA  meeting,  8/5/82  , 
Memorandum  of |  | to  BRA  8/5/82 


Amendment  to  PDA.  No.  1,  8/5/82 
Development  Controls  of  PDA  M^ejdhs  /lt  7/11/68 
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ZONING  COMMISSION,  CITY  OF  BOSTON 

MONDAY,  SEPTEMBER  13,  1982   -  Board  Room,  9th  Floor,,  City  Hall  ,;  Boston 

Attendance 

Commissioners 


Richard  B.  Fowler,  Chairman,  presiding 

Greater  Boston  Real  Estate  Board 
Richard' F.:  Battles,  Vice  Chairman 

Boston  Society  of  Civil  Engineers 
Raymond  T.  Coleman 

Greater  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Thomas  G. Green 

Boston  Society  of  Architects 
Joseph  W.  Joyce  , 

Greater  Boston  Massachusetts  Labor  Council 

AFL-CIO 
Robert  L.  Marr 

Master  Builders  Association  of  Boston 
William  P:  McNeill 

Mayor's  Selection 
John  J.  (TReilly 

Mayor's"  Selection 
Theodore  W.  Paul 

Massachusetts  Motor  Truck  Association,  Inc. 
Marvin  E.  Rosenberg 

Associated  Industries  of  Massachusetts 
Frederick  C.  Saunders,  Sr; 

Mayor's  Selection 

Staff, 

Mace  Wenniger 

Advisor  to  the  Zoning  Commission 
Lucile  C.  Sims 

Zoning. Staff,  8RA 
Marguerite  Hildebrand 

.Secretary  to  the  Zoning  Commission 


Present 
Present 
Present 
Present 
Present 

Present 
Present 

Present 
Present 
'Present 

Present 
Present 
Present 


Absent 


The  PUBLIC  HEARING  on  the  petition  for  approval  of  the  Amendment  to  Devel  - 
opment Plan  for  Planned  Development  Areas  No,  1  and  No.  2,  with  respect  to 
Parcel  2  in  Planned  Development  Area  No,  1,  by  the  Boston  Redevelopment 
Authority  in  behalf  of  the  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,, was . 
called  to  order  by  the  Chairman  at, 9:40  A.M.  The  Chairman  read  the  petition,, 
announced  the  procedure  for  the  conduct  of  the  hearing,  and  called  on  Mr. 
Wenniger  to  present  the  petition. 

Mr.:  Wenniger  explained  that  the  original  Development  Plan  called;  for  the,  demo- 
lition of  the  eight-story  building  at  197  Clarendon  Street,, in  order  to  create, 
a  plaza,with  a  smaller  building  for  cultural  and  service  facilities,  and 
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possibly  some  office  and  commercial,  on  Parcel  2;  but  that  the  Parcel  2  part 
of  the  Plan  was  never  implemented,  that  an  open  plaza  is  no  longer  needed  so 
•close  to  Copley  Square  and  would  complicate  downdraft  problems,  and  that  the 
owner,  the  John  Hancock  Company,  now  proposed  to  substantially  rehabilitate 
the  Clarendon  Building  for  first-class  office  space  for  their  own  home  office 
needs,  with  some  rental  office  space  and. possibly  retail  and  other  uses  as 
allowed  under  the  Code.   The  F.A.R.  would  not  be  increased.   The  proposed 
exterior  changes  had  been  reviewed  by  the  BRA  staff  and  would  be  subject  to 
additional  design  review  of  details,  and  the  necessary  Amendment  to  the 
Development  Plan  had  been  approved  by  the  BRA  Board,  with  authorization  to 
petition  the  Zoning  Commission  for  its  approval. 

Mr.  Wenniger  then  introduced  Herbert  W.  Vaughan  of  Hale  and  Dorr,  counsel  to 
the  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,  who  in  turn  introduced  Robert 
Brannen,  architect,  of  Jung/Brannen  Associates, ' Inc. 

Mr.  Brannen  described  the  proposed  rehabilitation  as  involving. major  interior 
renovation,  but  only  relatively  minor  exterior  changes,,  of  which  the  principal 
one^would  be  the  addition  of  a  glass  roof  structure  over  four  existing  light- 
wells  to  create. two  enclosed  internal  courtyards.   Also  included  would  be: 
removal  of  the  temporary  tunnel  entrance  enclosure  on  Stuart  Street,  removal 
or  relocation  of  mechanical  penthouses  and  cooling  towers-,  restoration  of 
sidewalks  and  landscaping  including  curbing,  paving,  and  landscaping  materials, 
and  a  new  Clarendon  Street  crosswalk  on  grade,  as  well  as  cleaning  of  the 
facades  and  reglazing  of  windows,  and  possibly  restoration  of  facade  stonework 
and  replacement  of  window  sash  and  frames. 

William  Boyan,  Executive  Vice  President  of  the  John  Hancock  Company,  explained 
the  Company's  increasing  need  for  office  space  because  of  its  expansion  into 
financial  fields  other  than  insurance  and  emphasized  the  Company's  desire  to 
remain  in  Boston  because  of  its  longterm  commitment  to  the  city. 

Also  testifying  in  favor  of  the  proposed  Amendment  was  Kenneth  Himmel,  repre- 
senting both  the  Back  Bay  Association,  of  which  he  is  Vice  President,  and  the 
Urban  Investment  and  Development  Company  (developer  of  the  Copley  Place  project), 
of  which  he  is  Senior  Vice  President.   Mr.  Himmel  also  spoke  of  the  importance 
of  keeping  the  John  Hancock  Company  in  Boston.   He  mentioned  the  fact  that  the 
8ack  Bay  Association  had  initiated  a  Centennial  Committee,  which  was  to  carry 
out  a  redesign  of  Copley  Square. 

Mr.  Joyce  and  Mr.  McNeill  both  arrived  during  Mr.  Himmel's  remarks,  at  9:57  and 
9:59  respectively. 

Mr.  Vaughan  stated  that  Mr.  Himmers  testimony  concluded  the  John  Hancock's 
presentation. 

The  Chairman  then  read  two  letters  from  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority: 
one  dated  September  3,  1982,  from  Kane  Simonian,  Secretary,  transmitting  the 
Authority's  vote  of  approval  of  the  Amendment  and  one  dated  September  13,  1982, 
from  Robert  J.  Ryan,  urging  that  the  Zoning  Commission  concur  in  this  approval. 

Upon  the  Chairman's  inquiry  as  to  whether  anyone  wished  to  speak  in  opposition, 
the  following  persons  testified. 
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Carl  A.  Zellner,  of  7  Elm  Street,  Charlestown,  a  city  planner,  spoke  of  the 
great  need  for  a  rehabilitation  of  the  Copley  Square  plaza  and  hoped  that  the 
Zoning  Commission  would  reinforce  the  supplementary  vote  by  the  BRA  Board 
recognizing  John  Hancock's  commitment  to  participate  in  discussions  with  the 
City,  the  BRA,  abutters,  and  others  on  the  improvement  of  Copley  Square. 

Donald  F.  Winter,  of  165  West  Canton  Street,  who  stated  as  indication  of  his 
interests  that  he  was  a  member  of  the  Environmental  Commission  of  the  City  and 
Chairman  of  the  Back  Bay  Architectural  Commission  although  he  was  not  testifying 
as  representative  of  either  commission,  said  that  he  did  not  oppose  retention 
of  the  Clarendon  8uil ding,  but  pointed  out  that  the  original  plan  for  open 
space  there  was  a  trade-off  against  the  downdraft,  shadows,  and  other  problems 
resulting  from  the  new  tower,  and  that  in  addition  to  the  loss  of  this  open 
space,  the  new  plan  involved  a  reduction  in  parking  space  allotted  to  the  pub- 
lic in  the  Hancock  Garage.  He  therefore  urged  that  the  Commission  make  it  a 
condition  of  its  approval  of  the  Amendment  that  the  John  Hancock  Company  make 
a  substantial  contribution  to  the  rehabilitation  of  the  Copley  Square  Plaza. 

In  response,  Mr.  Vaughan  stated  that  he  did  not  believe  a  conditional  approval 
by  the  Zoning  Commission  would  be  legally  possible  and  that  the  BRA  vote  was 
.not  so  intended.,  He  added  that  John  Hancock  had  no  problem  with  a  recognition 
that  there  is  a  need  regarding  Copley  Square  and  that  the  Company  would  partici- 
pate in  plans  for  improvements,  but  that  they  could  not  proceed  under  a  tie-up 
of  the  two  problems. 

Mr.  Rosenberg  asked  what  other  properties  in  the  vicinity  the  John  Hancock 
Company  owns  and  also  whether  the  Company  had  "made  its  peace  with  Trinity 
Church".   Mr.  Vaughan  and  Mr.  Boyan  answered  that  it  had,  and  identified  the 
properties  in  question. 

The  Chairman  stated  that  the  Commission  would  take  the  application  under  advise- 
ment and  declared  the  hearing  closed  at  10:17  A.M.   He  then  immediately  called 
the  8USINESS  MEETING  to  order. 

After  some  discussion  of  the  trade-off  problems  raised  in  the  testimony  and  the 
suggestion  therein  that  the  Zoning  Commission  grant  only  conditional  approval 
of  the  Amendment,  it. was  the  consensus  of  the  Commissioners  that  they  could  not 
properly  grant  a  conditional  approval. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Battles  and  seconded  by  Mr.  Marr  that  the  "Amendment 
to  Development  Plan  for  Planned  Development  Areas  No.  1  and  No.  2  with  respect 
to  Parcel  2  in  Planned  Development  Area  No.  1  /  St.  James  Avenue,  Clarendon 
Street  and  Stuart  Street  /  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,  Developer", 
dated  August  5,  1982,  8E  APPROVED,  and  that  the  Commission's  designation,  by  Map 
Amendment  No.  49,  of  Planned  Development  Areas  No.  1  and  No.  2  on  Map  1  -  8oston 
Proper  -  BE  REAFFIRMED.   The  Chairman  put  the  motion  to  a  vote: 

Yeas:      Messrs.  Battles,  Coleman,  Fowler,  Green,  Joyce, 

Marr,  McNeill,  Paul,  Rosenberg,  and  Saunders  ...  10 

Absent:   Mr.  O'Reilly  ...  1 


The  motion  was  accordingly  declared  CARRIED. 
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The  Chairman  then  asked  the  Commissioners  whether  they  would  like  to  consider 
a  vote  similar  to  that  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  concerning  the 
Copley  Square  issue. 

A  motion  wasmade  fay  Mr.;  Green-that  the  Commission  adopt  the  same  vote,  as  fol- 
lows:  that  as  a  result  of  a  discussion  concerning  the  heed  for  the  physical 
•  upgrading  and  improvements  to  the  present  Copley  Square  Park,  the  Zoning 
Commission  recognize  the  John  Hancock  Company's  commitment  to  participate  in 
discussions  with  the  City  of  Boston,  the  8oston  Redevelopment  Authority,  abut- 
ers,  and  all  others  who  have  an  interest  in  the  improvement  and  development  of 
Copley  Square.    The  motion' was  seconded  by  Messrs.  Battles  and  Saunders. 

Mr;.  Rosenberg  then  raised  the  problem  of  the  very  poor  condition  of  the  City 
parking,  garage,  on  St..  James  Avenue;:  He  suggested  that  the  Zoning  Commission 
take  some  action  to  urge  the  City  to  undertake  a  rehabilitation  of  the  garage 
so  that  it  would  meet  its  full  capacity  and  be  safer  to  use. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Battles  and  seconded  by -Messrs.  Rosenberg  and  Green 
that  the  Commission  ask  Mr.  Wenhiger  to  discuss  the  garage  problem  and  any 
plans  for  it  with  the  Real  Property  Department,  communicating, to  the  Department 
the  Commission's  strong  concern,  and  report  back  to,  the  Commission. 

Mr;  Green's  motion  was  put  to  a  voice  vote  by  the  Chairman  and  was  declared 
CARRIED. 

Mr.  Battles'  motion  was  then  put  to  a  voice  vote- by  the  Chairman  and  was 
declared* CARRIED. 


The.' meeting  was  adjourned  at  10:35  A.M.; 


'■-EMCRANOUM    1  AUGUST  5,  1982 

TO:-  BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 


FROM: 


h6 
hlC 


SUBJECT:        AMENDMENT  TO  THE  DEVELOPMENT  PLAN  FOR 

PLANNED  DEVELOPMENT  AREAS  NO.  1  AND  NO.  2 

WITH  RESPECT  TO  PARCEL  2  IN  PLANNED  DEVELOPMENT 

AREA  NO.  1 


The  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  has  sub- 
mitted a  proposed  amendment  to  their  Development  Plan  for  Planned  Development 
Areas  No.  1  and  No.  2  (originally  titled  "Development  Controls  for  Planned 
July  if m<l9680iStn'Ct  N°'  1  10  the  Back  8ay"^'  approved  by  the  Authority  on 

Under  the  original  plan,  on  the  parcel  generally  bounded  by 
St.  James  Avenue,  Clarendon  Street  and  Stuart  Street,  designated  as  Parcel  2 
in  PDA  No.  1,  the  eight-story  building  numbered  197  Clarendon  Street  was  to 
be  demolished  to  make  way  for  a  plaza  and  a  smaller  building  to  be  used  for 
cultural  ana  service  facilities  as  well  as  office  and  commercial  space.  On 
Parcel  1,  to  the  east,  the  original  John  Hancock  tower  building  was  to  remain 
unchanged  except  for  necessary  refacing  and  a  new  entry  on  the  west  side 
required  by  the  demolition  on  Parcel  2.  While  the  new  sixty-story 
John  Hancock  tower  on  Parcel  3  was  being  constructed  and  occupied,  the 
demolition  of  the  older  eight-story  building  on  Parcel  2  was  never  imple- 
mented, and,  in  fact,  the  creation  of  further  open  space  in  that  location 
subject  to  high  winds  is  no  longer  considered  desirable. 

John  Hancock  now  proposes  to  substantially  upgrade  and 
renovate  the  Clarendon  8uilding  to  create  first-class  office  space  ,  for  their 
own  home  office  needs  and  some  rental  office  space,  with  retail  and  other 
uses  as  are  allowed  under  the  Zoning  Code  in  this  B-10  zoning  district. 
Exterior  changes  to  the  building  would  include  removal  of  the  temporary 
tunnel  entrance  enclosure  on  Stuart  Street,  removal  or  relocation  of 
mechanical  penthouses  and  cooling  towers,  restoration  of  sidewalks  and 
landscaping  including  curbing,  paving,  and  landscaping  materials,  and  a  new 
Clarendon  Street  crosswalk  on  grade,  cleaning  of  the  facades,  and  reglazing 
of  windows,  and  may  include  restoration  of  facade  stonework  and  replacement 
of  window  sash  and  frames.  The  exterior  dimensions  will  be  increased  only 
by  the  addition  of .  a  glass  roof  above  the  level  of  the  existing  roof  to 
enclose  the  interior  courtyards.    The  gross  floor  area  will  not  be  increased. 


The,,  staff  has  reviewed  the  proposed  changes  and-  find  that 
they  are  in  general  compliance  with  planning  objectives  for  the  area  and  with 
the  City's  zoning  regulations.  I  recommend  that  the  Authority  approve  "the 
attached  Amendment  to  the  Development  Plan  for  'Planned  Development  Areas 
No.;  1  and  No..  2.; 

Recommended  votes  follow :: 

VOTED:  That  in  connection  with  the  "Development  Plan  for  Planned 
Development  Areas  No.  1  and  No.  2"  (originally  entitled 
"Development.  Controls  for  Planned  Development  District  #1  in 
the  Back.  Bay"),  approved  by  the  Authority  on  July  11,  1968, 
and  the  proposed  Amendment  to  said  Plan  with  respect  to 
Parcel.  2  in  Planned  Development  Area  No.  1  presented  at  a 
public  hearing  duly  held  in  the  Board  Room  of  -the  Authority 
on  August  5,  1982,  said  Parcel  being  bounded  generally  by 
i  St.  James  Avenue,  Clarendon  Street,  Stuart  Street,  and  a  line 
parallel  to  the  easterly  line  of  Clarendon  Street  and  lying. 
287.2  feet  easterly  thereof,  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority, 
■  after  consideration  of  the  evidence  presented- at  that  hearing, 
finds  that  said  Amendment 

(1)  conforms  to  the  General  Plan  of  the  City  of  Boston  as  a 
whole;  and 

(2)  contains  nothing  that  will  be  injurious  to  the  neighborhood 
or  otherwise  detrimental  to  the  public  welfare; 

and  further 

*    VOTED:    That  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Article  3,  Section  1A,  of 
the  Zoning  Code  of  the  City  of  Boston  as  amended,  the  Boston 
I      Redevelopment  Authority  hereby  approves  the  "Amendment  to 
/      Development  Plan  for  Planned  Development  Areas  No.  1  and 
(      No.  2  with  respect  to  Parcel  2  in  Planned  Development  Area 
No.  1";  dated  "August  5 ,   1982  /  Approved  August  5,  1982", 
which  Amendment  consists  of  a  written  document  of  that  title 
and  plans  incorporated  therein; 

and  further 

VOTED:    That  the  8oston  Redevelopment  Authority  hereby,  authorizes; 

the  Director  to  petition  the  Zoning  Commission  of  the  City  of 
Boston  for  approval  of  the  "Amendment  to  Development  Plan 
for  Planned  Development  Areas  No;:  1  and  No.  2  with  respect 
to  Parcel  2  in  Planned  Development  Area  No.  1",  and  author- 
izes; the  Director  to  certify  in  the  name  of  the  Authority  that 
plans  submitted  to  the  Building  Commissioner  in  connection 
with  said  Amendment  are  in  conformity  with  the  Amenament. 


BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 
Amendment  to 

DEVELOPMENT  PLAN  for  PLANNED  DEVELOPMENT  AREAS  NO.  1  and  NO.  2 

with  respect  to 
Parcel  2  in  Planned  Development  Area  No.  1 
St.  James  Avenue,  Clarendon  Street  and  Stuart  Street 

JOHN  HANCOCK  MUTUAL  LIFE  INSURANCE  COMPANY/  DEVELOPER 


f     ,         Public  Hearing:    August  5,  1982 
Approved: 

The  "Development  Plan  for  Planned  Development  Areas  No 
1  and  No.  2"  (originally  entitled  "Development  Controls  for 
Planned  Development 'District  #1  in  the  Back  Bay"),  approved  by 
the  Authority  on  July  11,  1968,  is  hereby  amended  as  follows: 
By  striking  out  the  entire  section  on  Parcel  2,  in 
Planned  Development  Area  No.  1,  and  inserting  in 
place  thereof  the  following  section,  in  which  the 
description  of  the  boundaries  of  the  parcel  remains 
unchanged . 

Parcel  2:         Described  as  being  bounded  on  the  northerly, 

westerly  and  southerly  sides  respectively  by  the 


* 


-1- 


southerly  line  of.  St.,  James  Avenue,  the  .easterly 
line  of  Clarendon  Street  and  the  northerly  line  or 
Stuart  Street;  and  on  the.  easterly  side  by  a  line 
parailel.  to  the  easterly  line  of  Clarendon.  Street 
and  lying  237.2  feet  easterly  thereof.  (80,770 
square,  feet) 

Permitted,  Uses 

the  existing  3-story  building,  at  197  Clarendon  Street,  shall 
not  be  demolished,  but  shall  be  rehabilitated  for  use  as  an 
office  building,  with  such,  retail  and  other  uses  as  are 
"allowed  by  -the  Boston  Zoning  Code  in  a  B-10  district. 

Building  Requirements 

1.  The  exterior  dimensions  of  the  build i3ng  shall  not  be 

•  increased,  .except  that  a  new  glass  roof  structure  shall 
enclose  four  existing  light-weils,  creating  glass- 
enclosed  internal  courtyards. 

2.  Principal  other  exterior  changes  shall  include:  removal 
of  the  temporary  tunnel  entrance  enclosure  on  Stuart. 


Street/  removal  or  relocation  of  mechanical  penthouses 
and  cooling  towers,  restoration  of  sidewalks  and 
landscaping  including/' curbing,  paving  and  landscaping 
materials,  and  a  new  Clarendon  Street  crosswalk  on 
grade,  all  as  shown  on  the  plans  referred  to  in  item  4 
below,  cleaning  of  the  facades  and  reglazing  of  windows; 
and  may  include  restoration  of  facade  stonework  and 
replacement  of  window  sash  and  frames;  all  subject  to 
further  design  review  of  details. 

3.  .The  location,  size,  design,  colors,  materials  and 
illumination  of  all  exterior  signs  shall  be  subject  to 
design  review, 

4.  The  following  plans,  by  Jung/Brannen  Associates,  Inc., 
dated  August  5,  1982,  are  hereby  incorporated  into  this 
amendment: 

Clarendon  Building  (Clarendon  Street  Facade) 

Berkeley  Building      Clarendon-  Building      John  Hancock  Place 

Sub-Basement  Basement 

Main  Floor  /  Site  Plan 

Second  Floor      Third  Floor 
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Fourth  thru  Eighth  Floors       Ninth  Floor 
Section  A- A 
Section  B-B 

The  rehabilitation  shall  be^raade  substantially  in.  accordance 
with  the  above  provisions,  subject  to  minor  modifications 
approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Authority.  Further 
development  of  plans  and  final  working  drawings  shall  be 
subject  to  the  design  review  process  and  approval  by  the 
Director  .of  the  Authority. 


PLANNED  DEVELOPMEi* 

AREAS  NO.  I  fm-Z 

in  The  sack  bay 

LEGEND  . 


0  400 
AREA    PDA      NO.  I 

AREA    POA  NQ.2 


AREA  NOTIFIED 
(1968  HEARING} 

ZONE  BOUNDARIES 


BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 


7/28/82 


FACT  SHEET 
Amendment  to 

DEVELOPMENT  PLAN  for  PLANNED  DEVELOPMENT  AREAS  NO.  I  and  NO,  2 

with  respect  to 
Parcel  2  in  Planned  Development  Area  No.  1 
St,  James  Avenue,  Clarendon  Street  and  Stuart  Street 


DEVELOPER:;    John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,  John  Hancock  Place 
Post  Office  Box  111,  Boston,  Massachusetts  02117 

ARCHITECTS:  Jung/Brannen  Associates,  Inc.,  177  Milk  Street,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02109 


Original  Development  Plan 

The/original  Development  Plan  for  Planned  Development  Areas  No,  1  and 
No.  2  authorized  the  construction  of  the  new  John  Hancock  Tower  on  Parcel 
3  of  the* attached  rap  and  a  parking  garage  on  Parcels  4  and  4A,  all  three 
parcel s> together  b<  ingf designated  as  Planned  Development  Area  No.  <2. 

For  Planned  Development  Area  No.  1,  the  Plan  called  for.no  change  to 
the  old  John  Hancock  Tower,  on  Parcel  1,  except 'for  a  new  entrance.  On 
Parcel ; 2,  the  eight-story  Clarendon  Building,  at  197  Clarendon  Street, was 
to  be  demolished  to  make way  for  a  public5 plaza- and  for  a  smaller  building, 
to  be  used  for  cultural  and  public  service  facilities  as  well  as  office 
and  commercial  space;  this  part  of  the  Plan  was  never  accomplished. 


Proposed  Amendment 

The  developer  now  seeks  an  amendment  to  the  Plan  with  respect  to 
Planned  Development  Area  No.  1  to  allow  the  renovation  and  reuse  of  the 
Clarendon  Building  as, office  space  for  the  developer  and  rental  office 
space,  with  retail  and  other  uses  allowed  by  the  Boston  Zoning  Code  in  a 
B-10  district. 

The  attached, description  of the  proposed  renovation  was  prepared  by 
the  developer.    Some  of  the  figures  on, gross  floor  area  are  subject  to 
minor  revisions,  but  the  gross  floor  area  of  the  structure  is  not  to  be 
increased. 


SITE 

The  Clarendon  Building  is  located  between  St.  James  and  Stuart 
Streets  and  Berkeley  and  Clarendon  Streets  in  Boston's  Back 
Bay.    It  is  the  building,  designed  in  the  Beaux  Arts  tradi- 
tion/ directly  opposite  the  main  entry  to  the  new  John  Hancock 
Tower.    The  general  area  is  rich  in  Boston's  architectural 
history  with  Trinity  Church,  Copley  Scuare  and  the  Boston 
Public  Library  immediately  to  the  southwest.    The  Newbury 
and  Boylston  Street  shopping  district  is  located  two  blocks 
to  the  northwest. 


BUILDING  HISTORY 

The  Clarendon  Building  was  constructed  in  two  phases.  The 
first  phase,  begun  in  1920,  developed  a  ten  story  elevator 
core  surrounded  by  four  stories  of  office  space.    The  general 
plan  of  the  building  was  established  at  this  time  by  the  New 
York  structural  engineer  Frederick  A.  Waldron  and  the  Boston 
Architects  Parker,,  Turner  and  Rice.    The  building  is  250' 
square  with  four  light  courts,  one  symmetrically  placed  in 
each  of  the  building's  four  quadrants.    The  addition  of  four 
floors  in  1926  completed  the  second  phase  of  construction 
and  brought  the  Clarendon  Building  to  its  present  height  of 
120  feet. 


BUILDING  RENOVATION 

The  proposed  building  renovation  has  as  its  focus  the  con- 
version of  the  four  light  courts  into  two  glass-enclosed 
internal  courtyards  crossed  by  bridges  at  each  level.  These 
landscaped  garden  spaces  will  also  give  daylight  and  interest 
to  the  block-long  internal  street  which  extends  from  Berkeley 
to  Clarendon  Street  through  the  center  of  the  Berkeley  and 
Clarendon  Buildings. 

The  proposed  gross  building . area  of  540,000  s.f .  is  slightly 
less  than  the  present  gross  area.    Of  this  new  total,  395,000 
s.f.  are  on  the  8  main  floors  which  will  be  upgraded  into 
first  class  office  space  for  John  Hancock  and  rental  use, 
120,500  s.f.  are  on  two  basement  levels  to  be  used  by  John 
Hancock  for  storage,  and  24,500  s.f.  are  on  two  floors  of  the 
Tower  which  extends  above  the  roof  at  the  center  of  the 
building  and  which  will  contain  small  office  spaces  as  well 
as  elevator  and  service  areas. 


The  Clarendon  Building  was  awarded  a  Harlestori  Parker:  Medal. 
Its  exterior  is  a  fine  /example  of  the.  neoclassical  design 
.predominant  In  American "  Architecture  during"  the*  early  part- of 
this  century",-  and  no  change  to  the  facades  other  thari  cleaning; 
and  restoration  of  stonework  is'  therefore  proposed.  New 
single-lite<  thermal  glazing,  will  be  instalied" throughout  the 
building,  and  a,  new"  energy /plant  will  optimize  energy  con- 
servation and  system  economy.    >ExterioiT  landscaping  will  be 
brought  back  to  its  original  condition,  and  all  sidewalks 
around  the  building  will  be  restored.-    The  head-house  .covering 
-the  steps  to  the  existing,  underground  passage  below  the  'Stuart 
.Street  Sidewalk  will/ be  removed,  to  allow  the  unobstructed 
exposure  of  the  Stuart  Street  elevation. 

The  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,  through  its 
^Architects  Jung/Brannen  Associates,  will  work  closely  with 
the  BRA  Design  ^Review  Staff  towards  achieving  a  renovation  'end 
result  that  will . be  satisfactory  and  a  source  of \ price  .to  ail 
parties  concerned 

The  proposed  renovation* will  restore  the  Clarendon  Building  < to 
its  proper  place  in  a  unique  complex,  of  three  distinguished 
buildings,-  each  different  in.  style  and  expressive  of  its  own. 
period  in  history.     In  so  doing,  it  will  again  become  an  ■ 
important  element  in  the  urban  fabric  of  Boston's  Copley  Square 
area.  , 


MINLTES  OF  A  REGULAR  MEETING 


OF  THE  BOSTON -REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 
AUGUST  5.  1982 

The  Members  of  the,  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  metj  in  "regular; 

session  *c  Che  office  of"  the  Authority",  Board,  Room.  City  Hall,  One  City; 

Hall 'Square.  Boston.  Massachusetts  at  2:00  p.m.  on  August  5,  1932. 

The/ meeting* was  called  to  order  by  the* Chairman,  and- upon  roll  call,  those 

present* and- absent*were  as  follows* 

.Present  Absent 

Robert  L.  Farrell  William  A.  McDermott.  Jr.  (came  in 

-  later) 
Joseph  J.  Walsh 

James  K.  Flaherty 

Clarence  *J.  Jones 

A  copy  of  the  NOTICE  OF  MEETING,  pursuant  to  Section  23B  of  Chapter; 
39.  as  amended,  of  the  General 1  Laws .  with,  the « CERTIFICATE  AS  TO  SERVICE 
OF  NOTICE  OF  MEETING  attached  thereto,  was  read  and  ordered  spread  upon- 
-the  minutes  of  this  meeting  and  filed  for  record. 

NOTICE  OF  MEETING 

.Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance  with  Section  23B  of  Chapter  39, 
as  amended,  of  the  General  Laws  that  a  regular  meeting  of; the,  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority  will  be  held  at  2:00  p.m.  on  August  5.  1982. 
in  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  t Board  Room.  City  Hall.  One  City 
Hall  Square,  in  the  City  off  Boston. 'Massachusetts . 

BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 

ff  By       Kane  ■  S  imonian 


Title       Secretary  ;  

July  30.  1932  ^ 

CERTIFICATE  AS  TO  SERVICE  OF  NOTICE  OF  MEETING 

I,  Kane  Siaonian,  the  duly  appointed,  qualified  and  acting  Secretary 
of  the 'Boston' Redevelopment  Authority,  do  hereby  certify  that  on 
July  30;  1982,  I  filed1  in  the  manner  provided  by  Section  23B  off 

Chapter  39,  as  amended,  of  the  General  Laws .  with  the  City  Clerk  of  the 
City  of  Boston.  Massachusetts,  a  NOTICE  OF  MEETING,  of  which  the  foregoing 
is.  a  true  and  correct  copy. 

IN  TESTIMONY  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  ay  hand  and  the  seal  of 
said  Authority  this  fifth  day  of  August,  1982. 


{  Secretary 

LS 


l-  Secretary 


•  ■#•■■ 


Messrs.  Ryan  and  Simonian  attended  Che  meeting.: 

The  Chairman  opened  the  public  hearing  on  the  Proposed  Amendment, 
to.  the  Development  Plan  for  Planned  Development  Areas  No.  1  and.  2. 

Mr.  McDermott  entered  the  meeting  during  the  public  hearing. 

Following  the  public  hearing  on  the.  Proposed  Amendment  to  the, 
Development  Plan  for  Planned  Development  Areas  No.  1  and  2,  on  motion 
duly  made  and  seconded,  it  was  unanimously 

VOTED;    That  in  connection ,with  the  "Development  Plan  for 

Planned  Development  Areas  No.  1  and  No.  2"  (originally 
entitled  "Development  Controls  for  Planned  Development 
District  #1  in  the  Back  Bay*'),  approved  by  the  Authority 
on  July  11.  1968 1,  and  the  proposed  Amendment  to  said 
Plan  with  respect  to'Parcel  2  in 'Planned  Development 
Area  No.  1  presented  at  a  public  hearing, duly* he Id  in 
the  Board  Room  of  the  Authority  on  August  5;  1982 
said  Parcel  being , bounded  generally  by  St.  James 
Avenue,  Clarendon  Street,  Stuart  Street,  and  a  line 
parallel  to  the  easterly  line  of  Clarendon  Street  and 
lying  -'287,2  feet  easterly  thereof,  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority,  after  consideration  of  the 
evidence  presented  at  that  hearing,  finds  that  said 
Amendment: 

<1>    Conforms  to  the  General  Plan  of  the.City  of  Boston . 

as  a  whole;  and 
(2)    Contains  nothing  that; will  be  injurious  to  the 

neighborhood  or  otherwise  detrimental  to  the 

public .welfare; , and 

FURTHER 

VOTEDs    That  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Article  3,  Section 

1A,  of  the  Zoning  Code  of  the  City  of  "Boston  as  amended* 
the F Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  hereby  approves  the 
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"Amendment  to  Development  Plan  for  Planned  Develop-: 

ment  Areas.  No. ,1  and "No,  2  with  respect  to  Parcel  2 

^in  Planned  Development  Area  No.  l,f,  ■  dated -August  5\ 

1982/Approved  August  5;  1982",  which  Amendment 

consists  of  a  written  document  of  that  title,  and 

plans  incorporated  therein;  and 

FURTHER,  5  , 

VOTED:    That  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  hereby 

authorizes  the  Director  to  petition  the  "Zoning 

Commission  of"  the  City  of  Boston  for  approval  of , the 

"Amendment  to  Development  ? Ian  for  "Planned  "Develop-. 

ment  Areas  No.  I  and  No.  2  with  respect  to  Parcel  2 

in  Planned  Development  Area  No.  I",  and_  authorizes 

*the  Director  to  certify  in  the  name  of"  the* Authority 

that  plans  submitted  to* the  Building  Commissioner  in 

connection  with  said  Amendment  are  in  conformity' 

with  the  Amendment. 

the  aforementioned  Amendment  to  the  Development/ Plan, for 

Planned  Development  Areas  No.  I  and  No.  2^with  respect  to  Parcel  2  in 

Planned  Development  Area;  No.-  I  is  filed  in.  the  Document  Book  of  the 

Authority . as  *  Document  No.  4214. 

On  motion  duly  made  and  seconded,  it  was  unanimously 
VOTED:    As  a  result  of  a  discussion  concerning  the  need  for 
the  physical  upgrading  and . improvements  to  the 
present  Copley  Square  Park,  the  Authority  recognizes 
John  Hancock's. commitment  to;  participate 'in  dis- 
cussions with  the  City  ofc.Boston.  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority,  abuttors,  and  all  others  who 
have  an  interest  in  the  . improvement  and  development 
of  Copley1 Square.  

The  minutes  of  the  meeting  of*  July  15.  1982  were  read  by  the 

Secretary. 

On  motion  duly  made;  and  seconded,  it  was 
VOTED:    To  approve  the  minutes  as  read. 
-Mr.  Walsh  and  Mr-  McDermott, voted  "Present". 


Amendment  to  Development  Plan  for 
Planned  Development  Areas  No.  1  and  No.  2 
with  respect  to  Parcel  2  in 
Planned  Development  Area  No.:  1 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company, 
Developer 

THE  COMMONWEALTH  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 
CITY  OF  BOSTON 
IN  ZONING  COMMISSION 

VOTEDr  That  the  Zoning  Commission  of  the  City  of  Boston,  acting  under  the 
provisions  of  Chapter  665  of  the  Acts  of  1956  as  amended  and  under 
Section  3-1A  of  the  Boston  Zoning  Code,  after  due  report,  notice  and 
hearing,  does  hereby  approve  the  "Amendment  to  Development  Plan  for 
Planned  Development  Areas  No.  1  and  No.  2  with  respect  to  Parcel 2  in 
Planned  Development  Area  No.:  1  /  St.  James  Avenue,  Clarendon  Street 
and. Stuart  Street  /  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,* 
Oeveloper",  dated  August  5,  1982,  and  approved  by  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority  on  that  date,  said  Development  Plan  having 
been  originally  approved  by  said  Authority  on  July  11,  1968;  and  said 
Commission  hereby  reaffirms  its  designation,  by  Map  Amendment  No.  49 
effective  on  July  23,  1968,  of  said  Planned  Development  Areas,  No.  1 
as  a  B-10-D  subdistrict  and  No.  2  as  auB-8-D  subdistrict, on  Map  1  - 
8oston  Proper  -  of  the  series  of  maps  entitled  "Zoning  Districts  / 
City  of  Boston",  dated  August  15,  1962.; 


.^"CEIVED 

MAYOR'S  OFFICE 


3 


"Amendment  to  Development  Plan  for  Planned  Development  Areas  No.  1  and  No.  2 
with  respect  to  Parcel  2  in  Planned  Development  Area  No.  1  /  St.  James  Avenue, 
Clarendon  Street  and  Stuart  Street  /  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company, 
Developer",  dated  August  5,  1982 

■  Chairman 


Vice  Chairman 


In  Zoning  Commission  Adopted     September  13,  1982 

Attest:  Y^d^jfijJfr  W^A&gj*<£- 
Sectary 


Mayor,  City  of  Boston 
Oate:  ?'/>f2~ 


The  foregoing  vote,  with  said  Amendment  to  Development  Plan,  was  presented  to 
the  Mayor  on  September  14,  1982,  and  was  signed  by  him  on  September  17,  1982, 
whereupon  it  became  effective  on  September  17,  1982,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Section  3  of  Chapter  665  of  the  Acts  of  1956. 


Attest: 

Secretary 


BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 


Amendment  to 


DEVELOPMENT  PLAN  for  PLANNED  DEVELOPMENT  AREAS  NO.  1  and  NO.  2 


Parcel  2  in  Planned  Development  Area  No.  1 
St.  James  Avenue,  Clarendon  Street  and  Stuart  Street 

JOHN  HANCOCK  MUTUAL  LIFE  INSURANCE  COMPANY ,  DEVELOPER 

Public  Hearing:    August  5,  1982 
Approved:    August  5,  1982 

The  "Development  Plan  for  Planned  Development  Areas  No. 
1  and  No.  2"  (originally  entitled  "Development  Controls  for 
Planned  Development  District  #1  in  the  Back  Bay")/  approved  by 
the  Authority  on  July  11/  1968,  is  hereby  amended  as  follows: 


By  striking  out  the  entire  section  on  Parcel  2,  in 
Planned  Development  Area  No.  1,  and  inserting  in 
place  thereof  the  following  section,  in  which. the 
description  of  the  boundaries  of  the  parcel  remains 
unchanged. 


with  respect  to 


Parcel  2: 


Described  as  being  bounded  on  the  northerly, 


westerly  and  southerly  sides  respectively  by  the 
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Street,  removal  or  relocation  of  mechanical  penthouses 
and  cooling  towers,  restoration  of  sidewalks  and 
landscaping  including  curbing,  paving  and  landscaping 
materials,  and  a  new' Clarendon  Street  crosswalk;  on 
grade,  all  as  shown  on  the  plans  referred  to  in  item  4 
below,  cleaning  of  the  facades  and  reglazing  of  windows; 
and1 may  include  restoration  of  facade  stonework  and 
replacement  of  window  sash  and  frames;  all  subject  to 
further  design  review  of  details. 

The  location,  size,  design,  colors,  materials  and 
illumination  of  all  exterior  signs  shall  be  subject  to 
design  review* 

The  following  plans,  by  Jung/Brannen  Associates,  Inc., 
dated  August  5,  1982,  are  .hereby  incorporated  into  this 
amendment: 

Clarendon  Building  (Clarendon  Street  Facade) 

Berkeley  Building     Clarendon  Building,     John  Hancock  Place 

Sub-Basement  Basement 

Main  Floor  /  Site  Plan 

Second  Floor     Third  Floor 


.  #  ■  ■■■■  ■  • 

See  title/designation  as  approved  by  8RA,.and  division  into  two  .areas,  in 
BRA  approval  votes  of  7/11/68,  attached.  / 

DEVELORgNT-COCTaOLS  FOR  FL\fflED:DSVEL0PM2Hr  DISTRICT  #1  IN'TiB  BACK  "BAY" 

BOSTON  RBDEVEL0P2SMT >  AUTHORITY; 
July  11,  1968 


Parcel  it   Described  as  being  bounded  on  the  Northerly,  Easterly  and  Southerly 
sides  respectively  by  the  Southerly  .line -of  St.;  Janes  Avenue,  the 
Westerly  line  of .Berkeley  Street  and  the  Northerly  line  of  Stuart 
Street;  and  on  the  Westerly  side  by  a  line  parallel  to  the  Westerly 
line  of  Berkeley  Street  and  lying  271-5  feet  Westerly  thereof. 
(79 9 HO  square  feet) 


A-:    Permitted; Uses  -  Existing 

B Building  Requirements 

No  changes  are  to  be  nade  to  this  structure  except  for  the  incorporation 
of  a  new  entrance  on  the  west  side  and  the  necessary  refacing  of  this 
portion  of  the 'building. 


Parcel  2:    Described  as  being  bounded  on  the  Northerly,  Westerly  and  Southerly 
sides  respectively  by* the  Southerly  line  of  St.  Jaaes  Avenue,  the 
'Easterly  line  of  Clarendon  Street  and  the  .Northerly"  line  of  Stuart 
Street;,  and  on  the  Easterly  side  by  a  line  parallel  to  the  Easterly 
line  of  Clarendon  Street  and  lying  287:2  feet  Easterly  thereof. 
(80,770  square  feet) 


A.    Pernitted  Uses 

The  najor  area  shall  be  devoted/to  open  space  generally  accessible  to 
the  public.    A4  portion  shall  be  developed  contiguous  to* the  building 
on  Parcel  1  for  cultural  and  public  service  facilities  such  as 
theaters,  art  galleries,  restaurants,  and  exhibition  space .  'Office 
or  .corasercial  space  accessory  to  the  cajor  use  shall  be  permitted.. 
1  Sub-baseaent  aay  be  used  for  storage,  retail  and  public  passage.: 


B.    Building  Requirenents 

•: 

1;    Floor  *  Are  a  .Ratio:    not  applicable..  * 

2.;   Building  Coverage:    nininua  dinension  extending  in  a  westerly1 
direction  of  70  feet.    Existing  sub-basenent  to  renain. 

3-    Height:  t  naxiaua^ height  of  this  structure  shall  not  exceed; 
120  feet.;   Maxinua  height  of t any  building  within  100  feet  of 
the. intersection  of  the  property  lines  at  St.  Janes  Avenue 
and  Clarendon  Street  shall, not  exceed  100  feet  to  height  of 
cornice,'  and  120  feet  to  height  of  top  of  roof. 

Setback:    the  new  building  on  this  site  shall  not  be  set  back; 
beyond  the  face. of  the  existing  Berkeley  Building  along  either 
St.:  James  Avenue  or  Stuart  Street. 

5<   Building  Envelope:    provision  shall  be ^raade/  for  public  access 
through  the* nev  structure  into  the  nain  corridor 'of  the 
existing  building  on  Parcel  1. 

6.  Parking:    no  parking  shall  be  permitted  on  this  site. 

7.  Access:    curb  cuts,  if  any,,  shall  be  limited  to  St.^  Janes  Avenue 
and  Stuart  Street  and  must  be  located;  core  than  50' feet  from  the 
corners  of  Clarendon  Street,  and  shall  be  limited  further  to 
those  necessary  to  nect  the/ loading  provision  outlined  in 

■  requirement  #8 .below . ,  ( 

8.  Off  Street  Loading:    loading  to  rr.eet -zoning  requirements  shall 
either f be < provided  frora  the  existing  Berkeley  Building , facility 
on  St.  Jar.es  'Avenue or  through  a  new  facility  accessible  frca 
.Stuart  or  St.  Jaaes.  = 


Parcel  2  -  continued; 


.B.    Building  Requirements  -  continued 

9*'   Open*, Space  Treatnent:    all  paving  shall  be  granite,  other  ■  natural 
stone, or  brick.    All  trees  that  are  planted  nust  be  a  niniaua- 
of  6-inch  caliper. 

10;    Signs:    all  exterior  signs  will  be  subject  to  design  review 
regarding  their  location,  size,  design,  illuaination,  color; 
and  naterials . 


Parcel  3:    Described  as  being  bounded  by  the  Southerly  line  of  St.  Janes 
Avenue,  the  Easterly  line  of  Trinity  Place,  the  Northerly  line 
of  Stuart  Street  and  the  Westerly  line  of  Clarendon  Street. 
(73,5^7  square  feet) 


A-    Permitted  Uses 

Principal  use  for  this  site  shall  be  general  office  space. 


B.    Building  Requirements 

1.  Floor  Area  Ratio:    not  to  exceed  25  as  defined  by  the  Boston 
Zoning  Code. 

2.  Building  Coverage:    not,  to  exceed  50,000  square  feet. 

3.  Height:    not  to  exceed  800  feet. 

h.    Setback:    no  setback  permitted  along  Trinity  Place.    The  major 
surface  of  the  building  shall  not  be  set  back  core  than  16  feet 
froa  the  property  line  along  St.  Janes  Avenue  for  a  distance 
of  at  least  100  feet  front  Trinity  Place.    Setback  of  the  najor 
surface  shall  not  exceed  31  feet  froa  the  Stuart  Street  property 
line  along  its  entire  length. 

5.  Building  Envelope:    not  applicable. 

6.  Parking:    no  parking  required;  parking  permitted  within  the 
building  only. 

7-    Access:    vehicular  access  for  parking  and  loading  shall  be 
froa  Trinity  Place  and  nust  be  more  than  50  feet  in  froa  the 
intersection  of  Trinity  and  Stuart  and  Trinity  and  St.  Janes. 
Curb  cut  for  pedestrian  drop-off  shall  be  permitted  only  on 
Clarendon  Street  and  must  be  a  niniaun  distance  of  30  feet 
froa  St.  Jaaes  Avenu?  and  60  feet  froa  Stuart  Street.  > 

8.  Off  Street  Loading:    all  loading  and  unloading  shall  be  within 
the  building.    A  ainiaua  of  eight  (8)  loading  bays  are  required. 

9.  Open  Space  Treatasnt;    all  paving  shall  be  granite,  other  natural 
stone  or  brick.    All  trees  that  are  planted  nust  be  a  niniaum 

of  6-inch  caliper, 

10.  Signs:  all  exterior  signs  will  be  subject  to  design  review 
regarding  their  location,  size,  design,  illunination,  color 
and  materials. 


• 


/ 
i> 

Parcel  U:    Described  as  being  bounded  by  the  Northerly  boundary  line  of  the 
Massachusetts  Turnpike  Extension,  the  Westerly  line  of  Trinity 
Place,  the  Southerly  property  line  of  all  properties  fronting 
on  Stuart  Street  between  Clarendon  Street  and  Trinity  Place, 
and  the  Westerly  line  of  Clarendon  Street.  (Approximately 
25,600  square  feet) 


A-    Permitted  Uses 

This  parcel  shall  be  devoted,  to  private,  public  or  semi-public  uses 
vith  the  principal  use  for  a  parking  garage. 

B.    Building  Requirements  ' 

1.  Floor  Area  Ratio:    not  to  exceed  8. 

2.  Building  Coverage:    not  applicable. 

3.  Height:    not  more  than  100  feet  above  Clarendon  Street. 
U.    Setback:    not  applicable. 

5.  Building  Envelope:    provision  must  be  cade  for  passage  of  a  roadway, 
public  or  accessible  to  the  public,  along  the  southerly  boundary 

of  this  propoerty  to  interconnect  Clarendon  Street  and  Trinity 
Place.    It  must  be  at  least  2k  feet  vide  between  curbs  and  must 
have  a  minimum  vertical  clearance  of  16  feet. 

6.  Parking:    no  open  parking  permitted. 

7-    Access:    auto  access  shall  be  from  Clarendon  Street*  Dartmouth 

Street,  Trinity  Place,  and  the  proposed  new  roadway  at  the  southerly 

boundary  of  the  property  as  described  in  requirement  #5  above, 

and  shall  be  in  conformity  with  good  traffic  engineering  practices.  ^ 

8.  Off  Street  Loading:  ,  not  applicable.  8  * 

9.  Open  Space  Treatment:  ail  paving  in  pedestrian  areas  shall  be 
concrete,  natural  stone  or  brick.  All  trees  that  are  planted, 
must  be  a  minimum  of  6-inch  caliper. 

10.  Signs:  all  exterior  signs  will  be  subject  to  design  review 
regarding  their  location,  size,  design,  illumination,  color 
and  materials. 


b  ' 

Parcel  Ua:  Property  owned  by  the  Massachusetts  Turnpike  Authority.  Described 
(as  shown  on  the  parcel  plan)  as  bounded  by  the  Westerly  line  of 
Clarendon  Street,  the  northerly 'boundary  line  of  the  Massachusetts 
Turnpike  Extension,  the  Westerly  line  of 'Trinity  Place,  the 
Southerly  line  of  Stuart  Street,  the  Easterly  line  of  Dartmouth 
Street,  and  a  line  generally  parallel  to  and  ten  (10)  feet  South 
of  the  retaining  wall  of  the  Southerly  edge  of  the  Massachusetts 
Turnpike  Extension.    (Approximately  99*6C0  square  feet). 


A.    Permitted  Uses  . 

This  parcel  shall  be  devoted  to  private,  public  or  semi-public  uses 
with  the  principal  use  for  a  parking  garage.    First  floor  corriaercial 
is  required  along  the  Clarendon  and  Dartmouth  Street  frontages. 


B«    Building  Requirements 

1.  Floor  Area  Ratio:"  not  to  exceed  8. 

2.  Building  Coverage:    not  applicable. 

3.  Height:    not  more  than  100  feet  above  Clarendon  Street. 

U.    Setback:    maximum,  setback  allowed  along  both  Clarendon  and 
Dartmouth  Streets  is  ten  (10)  feet. 

5-    Building  Envelope:    provision  must  be  made  for  pedestrian  arcades 
with  a  minimum  width  of  15  feet  and  a  minimum  height  of  10  feet 
along, both  Clarendon  and  Dartnouth  Streets.    Provision  shall  be 
made  for  public  pedestrian  access  through  the  first  floor  of  the 
garage  in  a  north-south  direction  connecting  the  westerly  sidewalk 
of  Trinity  Place  with  the  Back  Bay  Station.    This  passage  will  be 
a  minimum  of  15  feet  in  width. 

6.  Parking:    first  floor  parking  is  permitted,  provided  it  is 
concealed  within  the  building. 

7.  Access:    auto  access  shall  be  from  Clarendon  Street,  Dartmouth 
Street,  Trinity  Place,  and  the  proposed  new  roadway  at  the 
northerly  boundary  of  the  property  and  shall  be  in  conformity 
with  good  traffic  engineering  practices.  , 

8.  Off  Street  Loading:    all  loading  and  unloading  shall  be  within 
the  building.    A  minimum  of  one  (1)  loading  bay  is  required. 

9»    Open  Snace  Treatment:    all  paving  shall  be  concrete, other 

natural  stone  or  brick.    All  trees  that  are  planted  must  be  a 
minimum  of  6-inch  caliper. 

10.  Signs:  all  exterior  signs  will  be  subject  to  design  review 
regarding  their  location,  size,  design,  illumination,  color 
and  materials. 
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MAP  AMENDMENT  APPLICATION  NO.  60 
PLANNED    DEVELOPMENT  AREA  (POA) 


/ 


'At  this  point  ' the  meeting  recessed  to  conduct  *  Public  Hearing  on  Planned. 
Development  District  *l  in  the  Back  Bay. 

Cri  the  "resumption  of  the  'regular  meeting,  Wpies  of  a  "memorandum  dated 
'July*  II ,  1963  were  distributed  re  Re-vote  on  Planned  Development/District  41  In 
the  Back  Bay;  attached  to  which  were  copies  of  three  (3)  proposed  votes",  a  set' of 
Development  Controls  for/Planned  Development  "District  *  I  in  the  Back  Bay  dated ' 
July  U.  1*963:  a  copy  of  a  map  indicating  the  location  of  the  area,  and  Notice  of 
i  Public  Hearing  published  in  the  Herald  Traveler  on  July  5,  1«63. 

On  motion  duly  made  and  seconded,  it  was  unanimously 
VOTED:    that  there  be  and  hereby  Is  made  a  part  of  the  min- 
utes of  this  meeting  a  Development  Plan  for  the, 
following  Planned  Development  Areas; 
Planned  Development  Area  #1: 
Described  as  being  bounded  as  follows:  Northerly 
by  St,  James  Avenue.  Easterly  by  Berkeley  Street, 
Southerly  by  Stuart  Street,  and  Westerly  by  Claren- 
don Street. 

Planned  Development  "Area"  41 

Described  as  being  bounded  as  follows:  Westerly  by 
Dartmouth  Street.  Northerly  by  Stuart  Street,  Westerly 
by  Trinity  Place,  Northerly  by  St..  James  Avenue. 
Easterly  by  Clarendon  Street,  and  Southerly  by  a;  line 
parallel  to  and  ten  (10)  feet  Southerly  of  the  Southerly 
face  of  the  Southerly  retaining  wall  of  the  Massachusetts 
Turnpike  Extension;  exclusive  of  all  estates  abutting 
the  Southerly  side  line  of  Stuart  Street  between. Clarendon 
Street  and  Trinity  Place,  and  further 


VOTED:    that  after  consideration  of  the  evidence  presented  at 


*  "Public  Hearing  duly  held  at  the  offices  of  the  Autho- 
rity, 73  Tremont.  Boston.  Massachusetts,  on  Thurs- 
day, July  U(  1968,  it  be  and:hereby  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  said  Plan,  made  a  part  of  the  minutes  of 
this  meeting,  conforms  to  the  General  Plan  for 
the  City  of  Boston  as  a. whole; 

(2)  Nothing  in  the  said  Plan  will  be  injurious  to  the 
neighborhood  or  otherwise  detrimental  to  the 
public  welfare: 

(3)  The  said  Plan  does  adequately  and  sufficiently 
satisfy  all  other  criteria  and  specifications  as 
set  forth  by  the  Zoning  Commission  for  Planned 
Development  Areas  iA  the  City  of  Boston,  and 
further 


VOTED:    Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Boston  Zoning  Code, 


as  amended  by  text  Amendment  No.  II,  adopted  by 
the  Zoning  Commission  on  July  2, 1968,  and  approved 
by  the  Mayor  the  same  day,  the  Boston  Redevelopment 
Authority  hereby  approves  the  Development  Plan,  made 
a  part  of  the  minutes  of  this  meeting,  and  directs  the 
Development  Administrator  to  transmit  the  same  to  the 
Zoning  Commission  of  the  City  of  Boston  for  its  con- 
sideration and  the  Development  Administrator  be  and 
hereby  is  authorized  and  directed,  in  the  name  and 
behalf  of  the  Authority,  to  petition  the  "Zoning  Commis- 
sion to  establish  Planned  Development  Areas  *X  and  41 
in  accordance  with  said  Development  Plan.  ,/ 


Copies  of  a  memorandum  dated  July  11.  1968  were  distributed  reS 


A^cil-err^oS,  and  two  (2)  letters  from  the  Vara  Family  dated  Marc] 
and  Aoril  23.  l°68.  this  matter  had  been  tabled  previously. 


BOSTON  UNIVERSITY 
TOTAL  PRIVATE  VOLUWARV  SUPPORT 

mm  to  R-IM4 


Aluani* 


1970-71 


1976-77 


1977-78 


1978-79 


1979-80 


1980-81 


1981-82 


1982-83  1983-1984 


Individuals  J  486,812 

Parents  190 

Faculty  7,619 

Bequests  -  80,774 

Truitees  36,343 


Total  Aluini  (  631,938 


f  1,218,046    J  1,130,131 
11,836  12,649 


19,294 
97,742 
237,264 


23,785 
180,799 
413,343 


S  992,303  I  1,224,231  I  1,500,500  I  1,813,997  S  2,282,152  *  2,435,412 

10,868  10,319  37,875  74,612  141,086  '  167,691 

24,721  27,561  29,494  22,42)  56,846  110,468 

275,222  399,291  141,980  399,331  130,126  100,468 

1,375,668  151,440  188,399  461,615  126,898  895,126 


j  1,604,202    |  1,760,727     <2,678,982    S  1,812,862    8  1,898,248    S  2,771,998    S  2,757,108    j  3,709,143 


ton-Alutni 

Friend*  J  190,978  *  548,570  S  523,066  S  465,958 

Parent*  52,642  54,541  45,576  56,568 

Facility  7,421  24,218  25,899  28,065 

Bequests  47,400  82,939  213,918  138,961 

Trustee*  48,858  5,241  8,0,70  63,370 


-  Total 


Non-Alutni   *  347,299 

*  715,509 

t  816,529 

*■  752,922 

$  861,867 

$  1,553,877 

*    Corporation*  t  197,072 
^    Foundation*  369,805 

Associations**  235,959 

Religiou* 
Organization*  423,108 

Student*  130 

t  235,228 
260,752 
46,332 

347,664 
,281 

J  342,684 
404,220 
17,094 

347,744 
'  341 

*  384,953 
187,256 
43,059 

389,448 
151 

*  522,261 
230,611 
117,452 

399,039 
190 

J  804,416 
715,265 
8,561 

380,342 
195 

Subtotal 

Cifte     S  2,205,311 

1  3,229,968 

»  3,689,339 

i  4,436,771 

*  3,944,282 

$  5,360,904 

Sponaored 

Incoae      I  826,146 

i  2,011,322 

i  1,989,889 

J  2,204,604 

i  3,189,651 

J  2,693,847 

"  library 

HaterUl*  — 

i  394,000 

1  720,733 

J  816,600 

♦  696,500 

j  761,770 

TOTAL  PRIVATE 
SUPPORT    S  3,031,457 

i  5,635,290 

J  6,399,961 

$7,457,975 

J  7,830,434 

$  8,816,521 

f  580,969  S  1,026,296  i  1,381,379  J  3,776,858  M.318,916 

85,062  80,622  157,290  235,005  228,297 

26,930  43,530  27,337  28,350  40,575 

143,045  366,857  435,891  217,829  323,236 

25,861  36,572  10,65)  48,937  15,100 


j  1,553,877    j  2,012,350    *  4,306,979    <  1,926,124 


Tow 

■50,420 

479,146 
1,760 


1,650,022 
38,184 

551,365 

,47 


905,180 
104,246, 

576,801 
2,264 


Includes  School  of  Medicine  Aluani  A**oci*tion. 


**  Froa  1970  to  1976-77,  this  line  include*  Boston  University  Medical  Center  funds  not  reflected  in 
other  categories,  aa  veil  as  all  associations  and  societies  such  aa  the  American  Bankers 
Association  and  the  Vosan*  Scholarship  Association.  Since  7/1/76,  8,,U,M,C,  gifts  are  distributed 
by  donor  category. 

SOURCE:  Development  Office 
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Enclosed  for  the  Miami  Division  are  the  original  and 
one  copy  of  a  Federal  Grand  Jury  subpoena  from  the  District  of 
Massachusetts,  Boston,  Massachusetts.  The  subpoena  is  to  be 
served  on  I 


Boston  is .currently  conducting  a  corruption 
investigation  regarding  I  \s  dealings  with  the 

Boston  Redevelopment  Authority/  Boston  City  Hall,  Boston, 
Massachusetts. 
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^•3  billion  in  projects 
(Jiangingthe  cityscape 


i 


BY  ANTHONY  J.  YUDIS 


oston  public  officials,  preservationists,  city  plan- 
ners  and  civic  groups  currently  are  locked  in  a 
.  debate  over  how  to  plan  the  future  of  Boston's 
physical  form.  But  even  as  this  continues,  parts 
of  the  city  are  changing  as  a  result' of  plan  ap- 
provals  given  during  the  past  two  years  by  the 
administration  of  former  mayor  Kevin  H.  White.  Today,  on  scattered 
locations  around  the  city,  hundreds  of  construction  workers  are 
building  approximately  10  steel,  brick  and  concrete  structures  that 
will  play  their  part  in  altering  a  skyline  that  has  been  constantly 


changing  and  pwing  for  the  past  25  years, 

And  in  the  offices  of  the  Boston  Redevelop* 
ment  Authority,  the  city's  planning  and  devel- 
opment agency,  proposals  are  being  studied  for 
a  variety  of  new  structures,  many  expected  to 
enter  the  ground-breaking  itage  in  the  next 
two  years. 

Proposals  flowing  through  the  development 
pipeline  range  in  size  from  a  $Mon,  eight* 
story  apartment  building  suggested  for  the  sec* 
tion  of  the  theater  district  near  Charles  Play- 
house to  a  $400*million  hotel-condominium* 
restaurant  complex  proposed  for  a  collection  of 
decrepit  piers  along  the  Fort  Point  Channel. 

The  value  of  projects  nearing  completion,  in 
the  planning  stages  or  recently  proposed,  ap* 


Coyle.  The  plan,  perhaps  eventually  including 
some  projects  already  underway,  does  not  halt 
private  development  but  emphasizes  a  strong 


lie  space. 

The  proposals  that  seem  virtually  assured 


•At  least  four  massive  "superblbck"  pro* 
jects  are  being  built.  Each  will  include  a  variety 
of  uses  within  its  walls;  each  is  Expected  to  be- 
come a  separate  enclave  with  its  own  identity 
within  its  neighborhood,  They  are  Copley  Place 
in  the  Back  Bay,  Lafayette  Place  in  Downtown 
Crossing,  International  Place  in  the  Fort  Hill 
financial  district  and  Rowes  and  Fosters 
Wharves  on  the  Atlantic  Avenue  waterfront. 

(VII  ...it- 
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nets  at         mps  cuiicnuy  aie  iuckcu  m  a 

debate  over  how  to  plan  the  future  of  Boston's 
physical  form,  But  even  as  this  continues,  parts 
of  the  city  are  changing  as  a  result  of  plan  ap- 
provals given  during  the  past  two  years  by  the 
administration  of  former  mayor  Kevin  H.  White.  Today,  on  scattered 
locations  around  the  city,  hundreds  of  construction  workers  are 
building  approximately  10  steel,  brick  and  concrete  structures  that 
will  play  their  part  in  altering  a  skyline  that  has  been  constantly 

Coyle.  The  plan,  perhaps  eventually  including 
some  projects  already  underway,  does  not  halt 
private  development  but  emphasizes  a  strong 
city  policy  to  maintain  waterfront  edges  as  pub- 
ic space, 

the  proposals  that  seem  virtually  assured 
of  being  built  include: 

t  At  least  four  massive  "superblbck"  pro- 
jects are  being  built.  Each  will  include  a  variety 
of  uses  withinits  walls;  each  is  Apected  to  be- 
come a  separate  enclave  with  itfcwn  identity 
within  its  neighborhood.  They  are  topley  Place 

Crossing 

financial  districtandTjowesanf  posters 
Wharves  on  the  Atlantic  Avenue  waterfront. 

StilTanother  could  be  a  major  addition  to 
the  Prudential  Center  in  the  Back  Bay  that 
would  more  than  double  the  insurance  com* 
pany's  (150  million  building  investment  here. 
Architects  and  planners  are  currently  working 
on  a  redesign  o  the  total  mixed-usd  center. 

•  New  hote  s:  in  Park  Plaza  (formerly  Park 
Square);  in  Copley  Square  (as  part  of  Copley 
Place);  in  Allston,  in  the  Haymarket  Square 
section  of  the  Government  .Center:  in  Fort 
Point  Channel  and  on  the  waterfront  (as  part  of 
the  mixed-use  Rowes  Wharf  development).  In. 
all,  about  3500  new  rooms  will  be  created. 

•  New  townhouse  condominiums:  in 
Charlestown  and  in  the  Charlestown  Navy 
Yard;  and  high-rise  luxury  condominiums  in 
Park  Plaza,  overlooking  the  Public  Garden. 

•Subsidized  apartments  for  the  elderly: 
some  in  a  recycled  school  in  Charlestown;  oth- 
ers in  a  17-story  building  in  Washington  Park 
section  of  Roxbury. 


changing  and  growing  for  the  put  25  years. 

And  in  the  offices  of  the  Boston  Redevelop- 
ment Authority,  the  city's  planning  and  devel- 
opment agency,  proposals  are  being  studied  for 
a  variety  of  new  structures,  many  expected  to 
enter  the  ground-breaking  stage  in  the  next 
two  years. 

Proposals  flowing  through  the  development 
pipeline  range  in  size  from  a  $7-million,  eight- 
story  apartment  building  suggested  for  the  sec- 
tion of  the  theater  district  near  Charles  Play- 
house to  a  $400-million  hdtel<omlomtniuin« 
restaurant  complex  proposed  for  a  collection  of 
decrepit  piers  along  the  Fort  Point  Channel 

The  value  of  projects  nearing  completion,  in 
the  planning  stages  or  recently  proposed,  ap- 
proaches $3  billion  -  which  is  more  than  20 
percent  of  the  city's  total  taxable  property 
valuation  of  $14.4  billion  recorded  in  January. 
(Approximately  50  percent  of  the  city's  proper- 
ty is  tax  exempt;  its  value  is  approximately 
$3.5  billion,  or  24  percent  of  the  taxable  prop* 
erty  valuation.) 

The  $3  billion  figure  covers  projects,  item- 
ized on  the  following  pages,  through  1987.  But 
there  could  be  many  more.  BRA's  most  recent 
data  projects  an  additional  $6  billion  in  public 
and  private  city-wide  development  investment 
potential  through  1990. 

Part  of  this  long-range  potential  is  an  updat- 
ed, ambitious  plan  for  the*  waterfront,  called 
Harborpark,  with  a  possible  $3  billion  price  tag. 
it  was  announced  last  month  by  Mayor  Ray- 
mond Flynn  and  his  BRA  director  Stephen  F. 

Anthony  Yudls  of  The  Globe  mites  on  real  es- 
tate and  on  planning  and  development  issues. 


A  Rowm,  Fosters 

Location:  Atlantic  Avenue 
waterfront. 

8Jm:  4  busings  totaling 
665,000  square  feet  of 
space,  ranging  in 
from  2  tof\16  stories. 
Archlttct^Skidmore,  Ow- 

leraJL  Boston. 
Dovoiopor: BeBeacon  - 
Companies,  boston, 
T^irc  Under  design  re* 
view  by  BRA,  construction 
start  scheduled  for  this 
year. 

Cost:  $150  million. 


mong  the  most 
/m  forceful  speakers 
AM  at  the  Boston 
l  m  Conference  were 
four  major  developers 
planning  and  building  high* 


downtown  and  in  the  Back 
Bay. 

Develop  Kenneth 
Himmel,  Mortimer  Zuck* 
erman,  Edwin  Sidman  and 
Donald  Chiofaro  defended 


those  proposed,  or  argued 
generally  for  the  benefits 
of  downtown  development. 
Chiofaro,  whose  com* 


9 


ternationalPIace,ama$< 
$iveJ326-millionl2.5< 
acre  project,  including  two 
round  towers,  in  the  Fort 
Hill  Square  area  near  the 
financial  district,  called  the 
present  use  of  the  space  "a 
terrible  waste  of  an  urban 
asset -a  garage  that 
doesn't  work,*  ramp  that 
cuts  off  the  Custom  House 
district,  and  another  acre 
of  urban  decay  right  on  the 
edge  of  the  financial  dis* 
trict;  But  when  the  1,7- 
milliofl^wiar^oot  Inter- 
national  Place  is  finished, 
Chiofaro  said,  "FortJIill 
Square  will  once  again  be 
part  of  our  city." 

Kenneth  Himmel,  re- 
presenting Urban  Invest* 
ment  and  Development 
Corporation,  developer  of 
0)f34ey  Place,  defended  the 
cituen*reviewandpartici« 
pation  process  that  went 
into  that  $54l>mill)on  pro- 
ject."! would  talc  excep- 
tion to  anyone  who  ^ 
lieves  Copley  Place  didn't 
.involve  intent  compr^ 


UXvtlopwKMMth 
jKPHwnarilDM 

IROff  ptflNMUrt  )obl  M 

intuit  of  Copliy  Him 
b#lno  h#r«  Hwn  wIim 


Mortlmiuuckirmin 

h^i  lotion's  hUlory 
*dc*ll#ctlum«mory 
...MdHi^primt 


«  ;          v"-u- li     II  T  .      'rl  j 


of  downtown  development. 
Chkrfaro,  whose  com< 


tenutionalPlKefanus* 
sivef  ^million,  2,5* 
acre  project,  indudiog  two 
round  towers,  in  the  Fort 
HiU  Square  area  near  the 
financial  distort,  call*)  the 
present  use  of  the  spice  Mi 
terrible  waste  o(  an  urban 
asset -a  garage  that 
doesn't  work, » ramp  Out 
cuts  off  the  Custom  House 
district,  and  another  acre 
of  urban  decay  right  on  the 
edge  of  the  financial  div 
trict."  But  when  the  L7- 
mifa^oire-fool  l/4er  ■ 
national  Place  is  finished, 
Chiofarosaid/'Fort^Hill 
Square  will  once  again  be 
part  of  our  city," 

Kenneth  ffimmel,^ 
presenting  Urban  Invest* 
ment  and  Development 
Corporation,  developer  of 
PIace.de/ended  the 
rittttn-review  and  partici- 
pation process  that  went 
into  that  $540-au0km  pro* 
jea  "I  would  take  except 
tion  to  anyone  who  be- 
lieves Copley  Place  didn't 
involve  intenseJ  compre- 
hensive, personal  cituen 
input"  he  said.  "Ipartici* 
pated  in  more  than  100 
public  meetings  over  a 
three-vear  period/'  ' 

"If  we've  done  any- 
thing, it'}  deal  with  the 
Question  of  job  creation, 
There  are  6000  more  per- 
manent  jobs  as  a  result  of 
Copley  Place  being  here 
than  when  we  started," 

Himmel  predicted  Cop* 
ley  Place  would  come  to  be 
viewed  as  "one  of  the 
greatest  assets  that  has 
ever  been  developed  in 
this  city's  history" 

Edwin  Sidman  of  the 
Beacon  Companies,  builder 
of  One  Post  Office  Square, 
said  growth  has  to  occur 
within  the  context  of  an 
overall  plan:  "We  need  a 
strategy,"  he  said,  "that 
will  permit  ongoing  devel- 
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Mortlm#rZuck«nMn 
oilMlof  ibtlMOtkt* 

ww  uwwuuvi  vntmory 

(ad  Ma  ^jpftttnt 
fM^alfMMMils  of  apaoa 
andicik* 

lence  to  the  fabric  of  the 
city,  Individual  project  re- 
view, within  the  context  of 
a  master  plan,  can  yield 
superior  results/' 

Mortimer  Zuckerman, 
builder  of  the  Lons  Wharf 
Marriott  Hotel  and  pub- 
lisher of  the  AM 
AfoalWy,  gave  a  peroration 
about  economic  realities  in 
a  modern  city.  Zuckerman 
said,  "A  balance  must  be 
struck"  between  (he  cit/s 
history  and  collective 
memory,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  its  "present  require- 
ments of  space  and  scale," 
on  the  other.  He  said. 
"You  have  to  accom* 


nomic  activity,  whether  it 
be  retailing,  office  use  or 
hotels." 

-DMifmtkt 
Boston  Conftmtt 


t Boston's  ntwtentrotkn  ofdtulop* 
ml  is  undtr  nu;.  Skown  ktre  artt 
At  locations  of  Du  22  most  sign ificant ' 
dtvdopmtnts,  stmt  wring  completion, 
others  undtr  construction,  still  others  in 
At  fjanniupstot.  Hi  financial  and 
rttail  districts,  it  mttrfront,  the  South 
Station  am  and  At  Bach  Bay  all  wllbt 
iW*4  Profiles  of  At  projects  arc 
numhtrtd  according  to  Attr  antieifatod 
visMitjond  impact  on  At  city  Tm 
projects  end  25  otiurs  art  detailed  on  At 
foUomnftafS.A  map  pn  pap  2?  speci- 
fic Attr  nations.  > 
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THE  GROWTH 

•  Office  structures:  ranging  in  size  from  10 
to  46  stories,  as  well  as  the  conversion  of 
dozens  of  old,  industrial-warehouse  and  loft 
buMngs  in  the  North  Station  and  Fort'  Point 
Channel  area  into  high*rent  offices. 

t  Institutional  buildings:  A  $150-million 
building  expansion  and  replacement  project;for 
the  Massachusetts  General  Hospital;  also  a  17- 
story  jail  to  replace  the  old  Charles  Street  jail, 
on  the  present  site. 


pedestrian  walkways  along  narrow  and  historic 
alleyways  within  the  BUckstone  Block  in  Dock 
Square  to  larger  new  parks  or  squares  planned 
for  Long  Wharf  on  the  waterfront,  in  Post  Of- 
fice Square  and  Copley  Square. 

The  recently  announced  Harborpark  plan 
has,  as  one  of  its  major  goals;  development  of  a 
seven-mile  uninterrupted  public  park  strip  on 
the  water's  edge  from  the  Charleston  Navy 
-Yard,  to  the  North  End  to  the  downtown  wa- 
terfront and.to  Fort  Point  Channel.  It  also  envi- 
sions 8000  waterfront  housing  units. 

The  state,  through  the.MBTA  and  the 
transportation  department,  is  generating  future 
deveJopment  opportunities  for  the  city; 

•The  depression  of  the  Central  Artery, 
which,  if  realized,  would  open  the  way  to  a  dra- 
matic transformation  of  the  downtown  area, 
providing  22  acres  of  prime  downtown  land  for 
development,  and  breaking  down  the  Isolation 
of  the  North  End  from  downtown.  Program  de- 
pends on  final  federal  approval  and  allocation  of 
funds,  not  yet  received. 

•In  South  Station,  the  MBTA  has  begun 
construction  for  a  major  transportation  center,' 
putting  bus  and  rail  services  and  a  2000-car 
garage  under  one  roof.  When  the  center  is 
completed,  air  rights  will  be  turned  over  to  the 
BRA,  which  will  oversee  the  development  of 
another  mixed-use  superbiock,  indudiQg  a  ho- 
tel, office  building  and  high-tech  center. 


available  within  the  state's  emerging  South- 
west  Corridor  transportation  project,  one 
l„vyhich  cuts  a  swath  through  the  South'  End, 
I'jjBack  Bay,  Roxbury  and  Jamaica  Plain. 
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sions  8000  waterfront  housing  units. 

The  state,  through  the.MBTA  and  the 
transportation  department,  is  generating  future 
development  opportunities  for  the  city: 

•The  depression  of  the  Central  Artery, 
which,  if  realized,  would  open  the  way  to  a  dra- 
matic transformation  of  the  downtown  area, 
providing  22  acres  of  prime  downtown  land  for 
development,  and  breaking  down  the  isolation 
of  the  North  End  from  downtown.  Program  de- 
pends on  final  federal  approval  and  allocation  of 
funds,  not  yet  received. 

•  In  South  Station,  the  MBTA  has  begun 
construction  for  a  major  transportation  center/ 
putting  bus  and  rail  services  and  a  200(kar 
garage  under  one  roof.  When  the  center  is 
completed,  air  rights  will  be  turned  over  to  the 
BRA,  which  will  oversee  the  development  of 
another  mixed-use  superblock,  including  a  bo* 
tel  office  building  and  hi-tech  center. 


available  within  the  state's  emerging  South- 
west Corridor  transportation  project,  one 
which  cuts  a  swath  through  the  South'  End, 
Back  Bay,  Roxbury  and  Jamaica  Plain. 

The  Massachusetts  Port  Authority  is  put* 
ting  some  of  its  underutilized  land  holdings  in 
Boston  into  new  job*  and  revenue-producing 
uses,  This  Authority  has: 

•Awarded  a  long-term  lease  on  its  Com* 
monwealth  Pier  property  in  Fort  Point  Channel 
to  private  investors  who  are  planning  to  recycle 
the  terminal  building  into  a  merchandise  mart 


,    •  Awarded  a  long'term  lease  for  land  on 
I  Bird  Isbnd  Flats  at  Lo^an  Airport  to  devek>i>* 
|  ers  who  are  constructing  the  Massachusetts 
!  Technology  Center.  4 
\*   •Entered  into  agreements  with  the  Bojton 
|"  "Mvekwnent  Authority  to  jointly  formulate 
nnaster-  plans  to  use  five  old  MPA-owned  East 
jBoston  industrial  piers  for  park,  recreational 
'iwusing  and  commercial  purposes. 

•  Leased  the  old  Hoosac  Pier  terminal  in 
Cbarlestown  to  developers  who  are  now  build- 


iier. 


IflMnw/iwi  on  projects  dttaikdktrtw  cur- 
yjtnt  at  nU<k\iktr^m(m.  


nnipof  Utlon  Ctntor  compltx 


Mlon:  South  Station. 
Sto  Bus,  rail,  garage 
transportation  facility,  and 
one  million  square  feet  of 
pnvate  development  on  air 
rights  over  transportation 
center. 

Architect:  Architects  and 
engineers  wbb  worked  on 
total  concept  tyer  the 
years  included  vjLeuw, 
ither/Pan 


MTA  will  build  trim* 
pOftellon  ctottfi  Indiid* 
fciQ  but  tofRiliili  ter  h« 
ItrcltyrtultttriNllntt 
md17OOw0trigt, 

MM  will  dtvtlop  on  top 
ofthltall'tlory, 
400,000* Midfoot  of. 
Act  building  jMtotom 
hoMand2W,M0t(|tttrt 
ImI  of  hlgb*toch  mmoi* 
My  tpoe«.  City  hopot  to 
Miction*  high-Itch 
Inddtlrltthtrt. 


randBer* 


JtvtloptnMBTAand 

BRA.  , 

ut:  Work  undef  way 
on  transportation  center 
which  will  take  about  one 
year  to  complete. 
Cott:  $200  million, 


oiicmilhon  square  (eel  of 
private  development  on  air 
rights  over  transportation 
center. 

ArchllKt;  Architects  and 
engineers  who  worked  on 
total  concept  over  the 
years  included  DeLeuw, 
Cathcr/Parson$;Skidmore, 
Owingsfi  Merrill;  Stub*  - 
bins  Associates,  Caslro 
Blanco,  The  Architects 
Collaborative.  Howard 
Needles  Tammen  and  Ber- 
pMandWZMH 
Group. 

O#v#lop#r:  MBTAand 
BRA. 

Statue:  Work  under  way 
on  transportation  center 
which  will  take  about  one 
year  to  complete. 
Coil:  $200  million, 


tircllyroulii,  rill 
and  1700<car  garagi. 
BRA  will  d«v#top  on  top 
olthlia12*ilory, 
400,000<iquara*footol* 
Ilea  building,  a  I00*room 
hotel  and  250,000  tquara 
lnlolhlgh*lKhaiiam* 
Myipaci.  Cltyhopnlo 
attract  tomi  hightech 
Induitrlnhiri, 


I  Pott  Offlw  Squirt  park,  gang* 

UcatloAi  Post  Office     TMi  plan  calli  tor  6+ 


Square.  \ 
$ln:L5*res. 
AfdOtoct:  Skktaw e,  Ow- 
infli-lMemllofBoston 
worked  ^eMoary 
fitted  to  city. 
Post  Office  . 

^rp..  nonprd^fgfoup  <rf 
TKneaonen  in  Post  Office 
Square  area. 
Statu*:  Under  study, 
group  designated  tentative 

developer  by  BRA, 
Coal:  $47.3  million. 


rooming  tt*  Foil  Mfci 
Squaro  garagi,  building 
aalx^undirground 
garagi  tor  1400  oart  and 
daalfninga1M>acn 
parkontoplnlbtOMitor 
of  Mm  flMficlal  dtolrlct 
Thi|^  would  Include  a 

lounMn,  I'M*  trip* 
d*trien  walks. 


Ingi,  II,  11  and  27  florin  , 
high,  that  arirtuileddni 
aM-acreilliiPlanacail  \ 
foraglaii'COveridfS* 
•lory  courtyard  o(  25,000  1 
iquaralMtonthi 
ground  Iml  tor  ahopa,\ 
mtauranti  and  court* 
yard  call*.  Fort  HIU 
Square  garagi  on  High  J 
SlrMt  wlllb«Mldbyth#  ; 
cllylothidivilopir, 
who  will  domolMi  the  1 
garagi  and  Incorporate 
tho  tlto  In  propotod  cofi* 
•tructlon. 
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i  Place  multl-UM  project 


Downtown 
Crossing,  adjacent  to  Jor- 
dan Marshal  Washington 
md  Chauncy  Streets  and 
new  Avenue  k  Lafayette, 
tin:  3,165  acres 
300,000  bare  feet  of 
space,  u 
ArohHoc^Wit^hell/Giur" 
^^Arctutects^P&F 


^Kdeaignersforthere7 
taifand  hotel  phase,  and 
John  Carl  Wanieck?4  As- 
sociates,  San  Francisco, 
designers  l|f  the  under- 
ground garike. 
pmloptnMondev  Inter- 


Th«  project  Include*  a 
two*lovol  niall  shopping 
moNlo22*otorylS«4« 
room  hoM  and  a  1000* 
corv  Hiroo-lovol  undor- 
ground  garagi.  Dovolop* 
ere  anticipate  hetrtng  MO 
rololl  ihfpo  and  rottou- 
renfclntef -Continental 
Hotel  chain,  iNind  In 
New  York,  wee  originally 
aohoduyio  bo  the  ho- 
tel operator,  but  Ithai 
elnoepuHodoulolthe 
profoctAroptoeomont 
le  being  aought. 


Copley  Pltce  multUute  project 


n:  Near  Copley 
Square,  bounded  by  Dart- 
mouth and  Harcourt 
Streets  and  Huntington 
Avenue  and  Southwest 
Corridor  Amtrack  and , 
MBTA  commuter  rail  line 


SbeiMacre  site,  3,4 
million  square  feet  of 


ArchlUctiThe Architects 
Collaborative,  Cambridge, 
lor  retail,  otuce  andHfB- 
tin  Hotel  designs;  The 
Stubbins  Associates,  Cam* 
bridge,  for  Marriott  Hotel 
design,  aodVitolsAssoci* 
ales,  Boston,  forvapart- 
ment  buildup 
Dovolopi^tjrban  Invest- 
ment aiid  Development 
U,,  Uicago; 
"Iteiue^osk  of  project 
now  open,  apartment 
phase  and  some  office  inte- 
riors still  under  construc- 
tion, 

Coat:  $500  million. 


Tho  projoct  contains 
about  385,000  aquaro  A 
feet  olrelall  apace,  In*  W 
eluding  tho  100,000 
equare|oolNelman*Mer< 
cue  department  elere;  a 
M-ilory.Mi-roomWu. 
tlnhoM;aU-ilory, 
100l*room,  Marriott  ho- 
tol;  lour,  aovon-itory  of* 
Hci  buildings  totaling 
148,000  aquarilHt  of 
apace;  a  14)2-car  garage 
anda100*unlt,nlne*elo«' 
ry  apartment  homo. 


m  Financial  Cuter 

LdSlkMi:  bounded  by  At 


lantic  Avenue,  Summer,. 
Essex  and  South  Streets, 
Dewey  Square,  South  Sta< 
lion. 

SL»:4$:storHL25 
are  feet  o( 


XOx*iMtd  buHdbi0  wttb^ 
oalx-owygloii'i* 
lranc#  0iN#fy  and  two 
buoMOtMovol  smso 
floors  for  120  corti  Tin 
oaHotv  will  houM  ralil 
itom.irMteumrtiMl 

la  fully  occupy  thodo- 
v^lopm  «fiHclpot#  1200 
pooplo working  bilbo 


4  


iosc  Assod* 
ropolitan  Life 
rfiolKof 


ed,  interior  construction 
nearing  completion, 
Coil:  $100  million, 


I  EichioflaPUc#  ^  ^/v'V 

tweenKlby,  Coogrets    ■  ««Mtag  MM^f 

streets.     . / 

pii»:  40-story  glass  tower,  wbW»hou*dlfcoIorton 


1  million  We  feet  of 
offices 
ArchH#ct\Vff2MH  Group, 


'nffftloptnulympiaA 


Status:  Nearing  comple: 
lion. 

Coil:  {100  million, 


Mock  bctap  tor 
many  yoofi,Ti*  old  pink 
gronllo  (wilding  locodo 
wooroolondondcon* 
noclod  to  tho  now  towor 
wHhitlv^itoryglm  , 
atrium.  b  ^ 


North  End 

Central 


JK 


South  Botton 


Dovok. 

"insurance Ci7o3S¥ 
lewYorfCity. 

stituir 

ed,  interior  construction 


itoreMmtiurantind 
cocktoll  lounge.  Wh#fi  ft » 
It  fully  occuplodthod* 
vtlopm  Mticipito  f200 
poopli  working  In  tho 
structure, 


CmI:  $100  million. 


xchanga  Plice 

Location:  53  Slate  st(> 
tween  Kilby,  Congress 
Streets. 

8lx«:  40-story  glass  tower, 
1  million  Viuare  feet  of 
offices 
ArchlltctfflZMH  Croup, 


Df  v»top»f:T)lympu  A 

Jork^jgir" 
Slitor  Neanng  comple- 
tion. 

Coil:  $100  million, 


ThotowiflibohWtho 
ixltllng11*ilory  build- 
ing at  53  Slata  Streot 
which  hound  tho  lotion 
Stock  Exchange  lor 
many  yoari,  Tho  old  pink 
granite  building  lacado 
waarottorodandcon* 
nododtothonowtowor 
wtthaflvMtorygla*  . 


t*v.  '!  '  'iff;,". 1  '  T  M 


15) 


•w  England  Lite  block 

Location;  Boylston#  CUr-  Dovoioponl  would  oc« 

ehdon,  Berkeley  Streets, 
St.  James  Avenue,  Back 
Bay, 

too:  1,3  miion  square 
feet  of  office  space; 
100,000  squa$  feet  of  re< 
tail  space, 

poking  (or  lowav 
:  John 
4 TPEEp 


eupyafuUMoek,wHh 

m||U  tOAM  Oil  liovttton 
vhwiotq  iwinonivf 
wwffi  ptt  omw  on  tit 

thocHy*ownodgarago 
wouMboooMlodovol* 

mako  way  foe  aow  oMco 
buMiftQti  Tho  aiaxfaiMMn 
Might  of  tho  oMco 
"*13#v#4op#n^?wEngUr>d  bMNdlngi  would  to  MS 

Jutual LUel^plCLt»t»,  •ndttotof  ittoll  " 
^Z^^^kti^  buNdMigt along Soytoton 
esOaHaT"""*-"- 


son;* 


*  ^StohMf  Under  design  re- 
view by  city  and  neighbor- 
hood Civic  Advisory  Com« 
miltce. 

Cod:  $288  million, 


ttroot,IOfoot. 


lofNM  building, 

Location:  Summer,  Bed- 
ford,  Kingston  Streets, 
downtown, 

llio:  20-story  building, 
285,000  Muare  feet  of 
space. 

WockiMy, 
J^swiato,  Inc.,  Boston; 
*Dovi 

3LMi,8encra'^ftefi 

"•Utut;  Under  study  by 
BRA. 


Sumnw  Strut 

This  bth«  first  pfo|4ct 
propoood  $oc  tho  taoox 

OuOOf  OtTOwpilPii  COT- 

rider,  which  itfrti  it 
South  Stotiofi  and  rum 
throughfuox,  lummir, 
B#dford$tfMto«nd 
through  ttolfaihlfigton 
SlrootCombotZooomd 
Into  tho  (honor  dktrlct. 
Tho  addron  would  bo  M 
Summer  Slroat, 


lllnltad  CHa*  hnllHInn  rAolnrntlnn 


tail  wee,  underground 
sparking  for  1000  cars. 
Architect:  John  Burgee, 
Architect,  and  Philip  John* 
son/ 

Developer;  NeW  England 
Mutual  Life  Insurance  Co. 
and  Gerald  D,  Hines  Inter- 
ests, Dallas, 

Slitur,  Under  design  re- 
View  by  city  and  neighbor- 
hood Civic  Advisory  Com- 
mittee. 

Coil:  $288  million. 


would  be  sold  to 
open  and  demolished  to 
mak#  way  for  ntw  office 
bukllngs.The  maximum 
height  off  th«  office 
building*  would  bt  345 
(Ml,  and  that  of  retail 
buildings  along  Boylalon 
Street,  SO  feet. 


lOfflot  and  ratill  eompltx 

LooUm:  State,  Kilby     TIm  10-tlory  buNdbia  «t 


Streets,  downtown. 
liu;24«tory  office 
tower,  thiee-story  retail 
arcade.  \ 


:  Under  design 
study,  weds  final  approval 
from  BRA. 
CMt:  {124  million. 


WttatotirMtweuMba 
dawsHihadnndi  three* 

rftM  Mltlt  Midi  fault 

4*m  State  Street,  Lead* 

WIPWV  WW«w»*|  ^ww^ 

tag  to  a  new  dHoa  tew 
MMIWeltiMton 
Mm  slto  fliv  KHby 
wn,ltfi#t  garage,  whWi  the 
cftyweuUMdtotheifc- 

»w(  The  wow  sd* 
would  beSSStetf 
Meet,  and  would  bo 
text  to  the  new  Ex- 
change Pteoe  lower  on 
KllbytlrMt. 


I  Off  Ice  building, 

Location:  Summer,  Bed* 
ford,  Kingston  Streets, 
downtown, 

Ww:  20-story  building, 
285,000  square  feet  of 
space, 

Architect:  Goody,  Clancy 
&  Associates,  k,  Boston, 
Developer:  Bedford 
Kingston  Realty  Trust, 
Richard  H.  Rubin,  Rock* 
villeA  Md.P  general  partner, 
udyby 


i:  Under  study  by 

BRA. 
Coat: 

$50  million. 


SumnwStrMt 

Thtelalheflretpr4|ect 
propooedfortheEaeex 
Street  development  cor- 
ridor, which  atarta  at 
South  Station  and  rum 
through  Eaeex,  Summer, 
IcdtordStreeteand 
through  thoWaaMngton 
Stroot  Combat  Zona  and 
IntothithaalardMrict, 
Thoaddraaa  would  bolt 
Summer  Slroat. 


***** 


nltid  Shot  building  rattoration 


Location:  Federal,  High, 
Matthews  Streets,  finan* 
cial  district. 

Slia:  24*  and  23-story  of- 


Statua:  Under  design  re- 
view by  BRA  and  BLC  and 
new  building  design  is 
shown  here  may  be  altered 


950,000  dhuare  feet  of 
space. 

Architect:  Jung/Brannen 


^sigwrslor'restoraffof  new  building, 


•    Boston  UndiWbCbnh 
wL  mission; The  Stubbins^ 
sociates,  Cambridge,  Hugh 
IK  Stubbins,  principal  in 
charge,  designers  of  a  new 
23-story  office  building 
next  to  UdM  structure 
along  High  Street. 
•  DavalopanJfi#&^ 

developer  for  Mideast  con* 
senium. 


review  period. 
Caat:  $$35  million  to  $40 
million  for  restoration;  $80 
million  to  $85  million  for 
new  I 


Roetorod  United  Shoo 
ltocMn#at  buHdiM 

99 ■  l?fl  mVfVlfVB 

along  Fc&al  and  High 
Straate  would  bacon- 
nactadtoanaw2S*atOi7 
building  by  a  ffve-alory 
atrium,  Including  a  long 
podaatrlan  lobby  and  ra- 
ted araa  totaling  about 
100,000  equere  teat.  Tho 
now  building  would  have 
271  parking  apacaa  In  an 
iindofgroundgaraga, 


Ft 


'MteralStrNt 


:  Site  is  bounded 
by  Federal,  Franklin  and 
Devonshire  Streets,  and 
the  Winthrop  Square  ga< 
rage. 

tlx*  Originally  proposed 
as  a  33-story  buflding,  the 
latest  version  is  a  29itory 
tower  with  522,200  square 
feet  of  office  and  retail 


"Bo*t£«indUikjjo.(K«: 
socatqYBoaoo.  ~ 

isfinjsrayby 

BRA.  Developenbopeto 
start  contructioa  in  Juoe  of 
oat  yew  nd  complete  the 
project  07  rtomtfy  01 
M 

Cut:  $100  mini. 

ymmM  il^  ^^fc  JJ^i^^f 
Art  Dm  ^ikiriw.' 


miApototitftor- 

♦M*ltr**o»*t>» 

floor  tpM  tattoo** 
butdbtf  wNI  b#  dtvottd 
lerataHiNM.N«wbyNd* 
IngwWhmtMdM* 
ground  pwfctni  lor 


tut. 


1  « 


I  " 

BSouth  End  Ttchnotoav  Square 

Loc^  Albany  W,  group  ffl^tMtes 

neirNbssachuseluAve-  of  University  HospiUt, 

nue  and  the  Southeast  Ex-  Mm StsftenbMid 

pressway.  cluirman,  Robert  Walsh, 

"/••Jff 00m  hotel,  executive  director;  part- 

540.000  square  feet  of  of-  ners  with  University  Asso- 

ficesoace,  30,000  square  dates,  John  LHaD  3d, 

1 W 1500-  Paul  F.NaceJr,  priori- 

wgarage^  pals. 

JpiQdjje  Statu*  Has  tentative  de- 

^flfflj^Sff  tes.  veloper  designation,  needs 

_  ,  .     J  fad  final  developer  approval 

M^^mMi  "from  BRA.  ' 
ates.(SElSA)  nonprofit 


Co«t:  $84  nuDioa. 


Tlw  South  End  Ttdntl* 

AflV  tllUlfi  AAAAfilikA 

foumkdlo'^MiMlitiM 
ocontwik  mid  mid 
woifaraol  too  South 
End,*  says  thkprojod 
ufttl  urn  that  pwpiM 
MdhoontotHfidii 

tfcOMMVlOUftladt 

(HjflfO,  £fttf|^jjOjMt 

RiVtCWMVIJINQIr 

dtricil  ikttirlMiib  b 

thttuburi*. 


Is  i 


IkitylnnhoN-offictcompitx 


Haymarket 
Square  area  ^Govern- 
ment Center  along  New 
Congress,  New  Sudbury, 
Hanoytf ,  Bbckstooe 
Swell 

^35^ hotel  with 
4Wnd^e|ght-ttory  of- 
fice" 


o^li35fi5fi5siJ^5il  City 

mm,  now  pii  Uvffnr 
huMHfaM  roil  liOMoi 

Mflfk  |Wll)6flft  IMtfkfi 

en  UnbdTaMtf — (WnfMflllih. 

j  iWiiiniraiibpalfbfCatf  wontpwyo>i|lnnta4ii 

bridge  Seven  Aaaociateit  iMf^fiiliiw^lijdMi 

10  MntwPKdeTiiidy  210<trpi|tli|fiM|fc 

I  byBIAdttifflitaff.  '  >;!  . 


:  It 

^hl'.,  ... 


73 
Hgh'-.' 

LonNiic  Supunor*  iW^'/i  fhwi^f  ApirtaMt 


ley,  Arct  Streets,  dowi> 
tirm  ^ 
tte:  20  stories,  315,000 
square  feet  of  office  spice, 
46,000  square  feet  of  re* 
tail  spa<\.  Final  height  not 
fixed  at  ifygaane  edition 
deadline. 


ton. 

TSfttoptffl 

ertyCo,,KIlar 


■ifikdtoaiiWoMoi 
Imf  A*!  kidr  |Mit 

poul  tooWn  1  thru* 

mm  fmm  mm  m  iw* 
tMITMt,MdMClMor 

eMNMettoMtoMITA 

OfwgfUMiubvtiyb*' 

low. 


"IWiii:  Needs  final  city 


II 


Pour  Sj-aro  ho  W.  comlomlniumt 

UMoybtonStreet,  Tt»brkk^M*i| 
betweaCharh  Street  otwttoUngttwP^li 

•M 12  stones  along  mk*mmik%klk 

^■iiihiiuj;^;.; 

^uffin^KC.  timiploylMrftonW  ■ 
J0lw^(ola^  (^400p*f»ntTh» 
comber Boston  FJuaAa^eondonlnluMi  W  oee»> 
«t«  anJMenSSH'fo^rpif  th»  lopsmnlloortot 
.qlbZGHVZiMidwlip-  th>  oompln.  For  iho 
vestment  firm.       .  fyHlm^UbmtA  ; 
smuaTUDderccwtm-,   hUroduMiriiMiiiltf  ^ 
lion.  Scheduled  for  can-    UMUnwhotuNdtilM''  ' 
plelioo by mid-'85.        k*om*Vi*W  \,\ril 


f 


jngIoucieas(|iJJote 


UKA.  Developers  hope  to 
start  " contructkxi  in  June  of 
next  year  and  complete  the 
project  by  February  of 
1987. 

Cott:  $100  million. 
lulldlnQ  Dfooofd  tor 
•ikMM  DifklM  lot 

wouMttobiwHh22*^ory 
ArtD#co*typ#itmc(yn 

D#voMhirtltr#^aiio 
ovntd  by  tht  ptrtMf  * 
ship,  Th#  old  buMtaQ  wHI 
b#  pwtfvtd  md  both 
boNdfooi  wll  bf  ownod 
md  opontod  n  • 
buldbig  writ  MdiWiiB 
itotilo<ibo«7tt,IM 
tqiwfcololgrooi  floor 
oroo<  A  podootrlon  thor* 
otfpMffo  wW  am  ItOM 
FadaralStraallaDavo* 
tfcfraStraa<fc«iilit»a 


floor  opooo  In  tbo  now 
b*to|v«»s«wolad 
lo  rott4  nooOi  Now  build* 
Ingwihovoundor- 
ground  pofMftf  (or  141 


nlfocl:  Cambridge 
Seven  Associates, 
Cambridge. 
Dovolopor:  Congress  Sev- 
en!" - 


David  Nassif,  general  oart> 
ner,  and  principals  of  tarn* 
bridge  Seven  Associates. 
k  Plans  under  study 


r«»jwii*ytM|  Hi  (It* 

IMO^ItbDMrttMlMMP 

mvkpuiheartmirtwt 
araaotltoyniatkat 
89wn,«MeheHy«m< 
data  lay  wort  badta* 
turtMd.Thadsvaioo» 
ntant  proposal  keludaa 

MWpi,  fWOWIMIi  MM  I 

21<kirpMfcMgging«. 


cwfcsnrifci, 


fiFrwkilflPlict 

lni^ilyiuiir.Hiw- 
ley,  AtdiStreeU;  down- 
town. 

Star.  20  stories,  315,000 
square  fe«t  of  office  space, 
46,000  square  feet  of  re- 
tail  space.  Fioal  heitbt  AM 
fixed  it  magaane  eotioo 
deadline. 

ArtMMoslrins  Scott 
Taylor  A  Partners,  Bos- 
ton. 

Dsvslopsr!  Lincoln  Prop» 
erty  Co.,  Dallas. 
State  Needs  final  dty 
approval. 
Coat$78mlon. 

tiULulkaa  A — 1 — 
I  Hi  wm  101 PPV  UP¥PP|r 


KMA#4ky  d^pivtfneiit 

otoro  builds^Q  OtondOt 

PerMoMofoMbuHdlng 
mM  bt  naiand  Md  con* 
noctoo  to  I  now  ovnco 
iMtif  tit  hick  ffMi 

pud  Inoludoo  i  Ihfit* 
f^tell  nmN  Mid  fM* 

lOWa 


Four  Smiohi  hotel,  condominium! 


LociHoiuBoylston  Street, 
between  Charles  Street 


Slzi:  12  stories  along 
Boylston  Street  and  then 
set  back  up  to  15  stories. 
290  hotdroomi,  100  con- 
dominiums. 

AfcWtictWZMHCraup, 
Dowlopon  Boston  Plaza 
Hotel  Associates,  compris* 
ingFour  Seasons  Hotel, 
Ltd.,  Toronto;  Galbreatlh 

and  Columbus,  Ot;Ma^ 
comber  Boston  PlaiaAsso- 


erties.GNV.aNWeast  in- 
vestment firm, 
Statu*  Under  construe- 
tion.  Scheduled  for  com* 


Tho  bricks  buUdU| 

fMt$i  OsHMO  00d£  bOOflb 

Olls^  TbO  Ofe^iflPOfjMV  ' 

nOVNNalOimf^^  t 
I  llO  nOvOI  tlffl  MPP  SvOlv 

thaa  10,000  aquaraiaat 
of  tftot  for  bolbooino 
md  mttMng  roomo,  md 1 

md  400  poriono*  Tho 
ooAdonilnlusiti  wHI  peon* 
pytlMtopMVMfloortof 
th#  complex.  For  th# 
llfit  HfM»  tho  buttdhf  B 
Mroducoi  rookknMil 

known  u  tho  Pork 
^utfodMrtctindlo 

m  |yi  a  Sal  ■!  ilk  I  auuJ 

now  ovncwfj  mnwo 
PorkMiza. 


JlHtAnooatei. 

cao^fetiofl  this  year. 
CmI:  12.3  mOliocL 


ID 


•t  (. 
•i                 '■•  'U'i 

m 

'V. 

f 

n«y  Building  mtoritton 


N  woa  ocMMod  hf  * 
tlonlets  prolcsloOra 


wHh  i  podaotrlai  ploia 
nddod  In  front 


i 

o^^c8  Ij^^M^^ji  *  i  «„ 


.», 


HtyindOlittr  Streets, 
'  fuuncttl  district,  acroM 
from  Merkben  Hold 
11*20  stories,  350,000 
square  feet  erf  office 

4  A»oci»te*(  be,  Bottw. 
PuuiliaufiftchardH. 

Rubin,  RodviDe,  Mi 
Mate  Scheduled  for 
completion  this  year. 
Co*  K5  million 

TtfbuMbig'iilx-olory 
|MNlol»oodwM»ra«|b- 

tb#  upp#f  portion,  wHfc 
poMahod  pink  granlto.  ^ 
Tkofcotsli  floors  wr- 
round  uukyNtulfliM 
lobby,  tMturtnt«gr«nll« 
ptvod  floor,  piMfefcu* 
mntndmuMr* 
(looting  poolo. 


Location:  End  of  Long  - 
Wharf,  pff  Atlantic 
Avenue, 
81m: 


E 

8titui:  Initial  phase 
underway, 
Cott:  $9  million. 


Tho  plM  orflt  lor  rtttor- 
Ing  tko  tMlorn  ond  of 
Long  Wharf  to  Rl  original 
oonflgurtHon  by.povtng 
It  wHh  oroiUtocobbloo 
and  brick.  H  also  pro* 
vldn  lor  wator  taxi  and 
commutorboatlaellHlH 
airi  now  lighting  and 
tooling  ariaa.TMa  park 
wlllayontuallyconnoct 
wlththo  control  walor- 
front  park. 


I  CoAvmMon  C«nter  ixpntto 

LoonMoK  John  &  Hynes  Tboprooanttadlly 

VeteraiM  Auditorium,  Pni*  ho«totMMIIf*» 

deotial  Center,  Bad  Bay,  fcotWuhMtoaod 

•te:  700,000  iqture  feet  aodNortaiipooo;(Mar 

of  amotion  space.  --  '  fhopropoaat,!Maflbo 

ArcMtoctKaW  oxpandodlo  PMN 

McKioneOAWood,  aqoaroMaaaddMono 

Boston.  obovoandnoxttothooK- 

DowbpOK  Matsachu*  *  MlngalrvotMro.  ,* 
tetuCMveptioo  Center  ,       :  ?v 

Aiffi.^  ;/  i  " 
tt^yt:CoQotructioQwoii(  "v  ~ 

scheduled  to  begin  early 
next  year. 
Coot:  $120  million, 


atMChuMtttGtnerall 

Location;  Charles,  Fruit, 
North  Grove,  Parkman, 


Ear  Infirmary  bulldinj?, 
overlooking  Charles  River, 
8bo:  10.5  acres.  Three 
new  buildings  to  be  built 
totaling  834,828  square 
feet  and  including  a  25* 
story  glass  tower  along 
Charles  Street  and  15-sto* 
ry  brick  towers  within  the 
hospital  campus.  About 
five  existing  buildings  con* 
sidered  outmoded  hos* 
pital  of  f  idus  will  be  demol- 

Afchi^jaa^tScatt,,. 

oSTj 

Dowoponjfte 

Status:  Approved  by  city, 
may  be  challenged  in  court 
by  abutters  because  of  its 
sife.  * 

Co*  $134  million. 


Tho  plank  to  dt*oityi*T 
at  looat  II  validating  4 
buttdiActe.  InekMMfia  Iha 
PMWpaHovao,tholokor:^ 
Building  and  Vlncont«  I 
Buroham,tomaki*y  >M 

lorthonovalrvoiuroa, 
feratoUoakofaoajnn 
amiiriliiL 


Ont  ExtWr  Pl»c«  otflot  buikHng 

locution  Bote,  Ex-  IHuukducfowtbo 

eter  Streets,  Back  Bay.  utnoilroiitholottoii 

Oho:  14  stories,  190,000  NMIclJbnnf,ttlitti 

square  feet  of  space.  tocod*  of  Mok  mi 

ArchHwbiung/Braaoea  grao*tModgiMM 

Associates,  Bcstoa.  mMOvo^tylo  roof,  buy 

DovofoponBoyktouhrt'  windows,  aid  ittwo* 

ners,  Lawrence  Ruben,  itoryUAdte^oditrltm 

New  York  City,  principal  ofawMoondgjMO. 
8l.tu»!Sfh«liiWfnr 


C$jt;  $2.3  million, 


'I 


1 


Franklin 

Jsiig.  - 

LMaHowFnnkliaaod 

Oliver  Streets,  financial 
district,  aero*  from  Meri- 
dienHoteL 

«*23\ories,  350,000 
square  feeV  office  **e. 


cutes, 


ftPortesofBostm, 
'mm  Under  construe- 
tioo,  Scheduled  (or  cow 
pletioo  in  February. 
CMttfOniioQ. 

NMSfNgrs«iAireo» 

pMonOfOMPNtft 

Hon  e^nofOi  Ifco  Motl* 
dtonHotolandn4l*olOfy 
^Moo  tow  on  Hmoppe* 
aMo  ooniof .  Tfco  no&  _ 
auvowt  lopiy 
bM»»*bftb»dw* 
opMtostf-of-tistolfr 


alneWebbtr 


2b5  hranklin,  at 
High  and  Oliver  Streets, 
financial  district,  across 
from  Meridb  Hotel. 
SMWies,  350,000 
square  feeul  office  space. 

wfoT 
completion  this  year. 
Coot  $55  million. 

TMilMtkMi^tU-Mocy 
ijaaslalauadiWifoqli 
Unioliod  fod  ffaidlo  and 

fOCOOOOd  iHndOWO^  and 

tho  uppof  portion^  n^tfc 
polMitd  pink  jrinHt- 
Tbi  Hfii  fix  floats  Mif* 

Divtd  Hoof-  plants,  torn 

k*.L~.  ^-A  mi  Jill  a  in  I  -» 

floctlnQ  poola* 


Km*" 

! 


onventlon  Center  expantlon 

Location:  John  B.  Hynes  Tho  proaont  facility 
Veterans  Auditorium,  Pru-  houaoa  321,000  aquaro 

dential  Center,  Back  Bay. 
Stn:  7(K\000  square  feet 
ofcoventmspace. 
Archlt^M^ 

McKinnel 


on, 

T55al^Wassachu« 


fMtoftxMMHoiiMd 
auditorium  spactUndor 
thapropoaal,thlawlllbo 
axpandod  to  700,000 
aquaro  foot  aaaddltlona 
abovoandnoxtlothoox* 
ItHng  ttnacturt* 


Authority^ 
ttotUK  Coiistniction  work 
scheduled  to  begin  early 
next  year. 
Coot:  $120  million. 


nrtnTtJ 


■  LLJ 


ft 


ang  Laborator  I—  branch 


UoaltaKneebnd  Street 
near  Chjnatown. 
•bosTdutoritt,  100,000 
square  fe<M  space. 

tones,  Lowell 
"WiyiriI5a^constnic« 
tioo* 

Coot:  $10  million.  - 


Tho  dovoiopmont  ropfo* 

Midi  by  Dr.  A*  WW* 
foundor  of  Wane  ^(^Ofp* 
torlM,  to  locatM  branch 

MNlietwtogphMtln 

lOtlMft  CMMlOMl  MM 

to  expand  job  wort** 
HoolorthoChlnoM 
community  and  hoof 
dtybhiO.oobifwertefS. 

About  M0  oMpbyoN 
irtupetMLThtplMt 

wMpradiiMComputor 


ffl  Om  Exettf  Ptact  office  building 

location:  Bojkoo,  Ex-  UtuslidacroMtha 
eter  Streets,  Back  Bay.    ttr*t  from  tk*  Boston 
61m:  Hytories,  190,000  Public  Library,  H  baa  a 
facade  o<  brick  and 
Qfootvtinlod  jlaas,  a 
mmaerd-atyleroof.biy 
DmloponWon  Part^wWows,  and  i  Hm^ 
^Uwren^Rieli.    itory  landscaped  atrium 
NwYo&iffinflL  diMrbtowdglMfc 

completion  this  year. 
Coat:  $30  million. 


y  Squirt 


'Vorklity:; 
T)Sifcp#n  City  of  Bos- 
ton, 

ttMm:  Fund  drive  under 
way, 

Coit:  M  million, 

TfcU  nfiniiil  eilli  ftor 

opm  apOCO  it  C#pt#y 
l^0fo«  Tho  ofoMtooft 


1^  n^^lo^  b^owj  i^^ti 
woto  tubwHtodi  N  pfo* 
vMn  lor  about  40  oar* 
ooat  ofsao,  mora  boo 
pliMIIBIi  briaflaf  HlO 

Sariu!^ 

MMl  faOflft  hi  tfcl  Ifl 


CMnaTradt 
RitailCmtor 

UcMtaWaahingtonand 
Boylstoo  Str«tJ,  down- 
town. 

81m:  Su-story,  90,000 
square 


i 


Embassy  Suit* 
hotel,  Atoton 

LoecttoiuSoktiersFketd 
Road,  Albion,  on  former 
Coca-CoU  plant  property. 
«a*15storiea,310 
rooms. 

ArcfcMung/Brannen 

Aaaocialea,Boeton. 
DtMloMR  Beacon  Corn* 
paniea,  Boston. 
•iMk  Under  conatruc- 
tion. 

CmC  (35  million, 

14*1*1  mIII  k*MA  A 

now  wn  mfv  •  fwimv 
RliftQ  pOOl,  lOURa,  fOI* 
tMTMlMdiOUAg^Md 


ThMttr  district  complex 


LocMloftiTremont,  Stuart 
.  Streets,  theater  district. 
51  8lzt:  10  stories,  40,800 


iledera 


Location:  Nashua,  Cause- 
way Streets,  Lomasney 
Way,  at  North  Stition, 
Slio:  Five  to  11  stories,  I 
shaped  structure  with 
800,000tauarefeetof 
space,  w 
ArcWtoct^j  _ 
ciates,  Cambridge. 
DovMoporrFederalGen* 
eral  Services  Administra* 
tion. 

Stolut:  Under  construc- 


tion, completion  sdieduled 

for  next  year, 

Coot:  $60  million,  * 

Thothroo  blocks  of  tho 
oldWostEndnolghbor- 

hood  bordorlng  North' 
Station  that  woro  not  do- 
mollohod  bilbo  davalop* 
wool  <A  Mm  Cfwriii  Wv« 
orForttniMwOiM* 
flco«toWlcoMploxbavo 
baanlawMtainako 
way  lor  (Mi  now  Moral 
buNdlng.  Alaodomol- 
lahadao  part  ottho  now 
profoci  waa  Ida  Hotol  * 

HolalManjof),ad|acml 
tothaloalonOardon. 


1 


Powtr  Stition  coo^omlnlumi 

LoeitiMKLkoin'Wharf, 
Commercial  Street,  North 
End  waterfront 
Dm:  192condomiiuumi 
ArcWHcfcBo^on  Archi- 
tectural Team. 
Dnnlopr,  San  Marco  t. 
Hwuini  Corp,,  North  Eoi 
Statw:  Under  construe- 
tion.  To  be  completed 
.summer,  190$. 
CmC  $26  million. 
UnNtwWfeeMMatto*  •MN»fril-*r|f  . 
lovmrkntoNttoiM^  aprHirtiHHi,* 
k*-Iac««No(#ImI  wftWimm" 

tAWr**  AMriONMamti. 


China  Tridt 
Rttaii  Cuter 

BoybtoD  Streets,  down* 
town, 

lit*  Siityory,  90,000 
"    i  Archi* 

_  jsssss: 

DowttplNi 

Council 

*Miii^lo()mittlm 
writing  were  still  trying  to 
cotnpl^tbefinancini 
padige  for  Ik  project, 
Co^llOmillioa 

EiowJAf  aoyloloii  InM* 
ha  ooaotntttadlntfco 

W  rVOOOVlv  rWo^Vi  Wlw^P 

roirft^kf  jtoflrioatli 

foiol  oaol  0M00  oertei • 

Um!  ^jaa  lutili  /W> 
rwM  PUf  IvIW  |P* 

OlvolM^  koaOOJlOaf J 

tioWppfcif  MtH  ftf  ocloa* 
JodOo  Tlio  ^oaf 


hotel,  AHtton 

Location:  Soldiers  Field 
Road,  Allston,  on  former 
Coca-Cob  plant  property. 
8lioM5tyories,3IO 
rooms, 
Archlti 

Of v 

8f 

lion. 

CoKslSSaioo. 

iW^H  wWI  owJV  I  ^wom* 

Mlfahol  BO^M  ftm#a 


r  construe- « 


'1*   J  L 

jtfdjitrict  complex 


Location:  Tremont,  Stuart 
Streets,  theater  district, 
40,800 
apace. 
U 


Theater 
n  Rita  AwowtesLrtcfjg,'' 


pals.  . 

8Wt*  Under  design' 
study  by  BRA.  ' 
Coat:  |4.7  mittM. 

Tilts  ^MO^OCt  ts  Oa  0  OaioM 

oitobatltilhiotosIlM 

cHy i  next  to  tho  WKtar 
Tkwlw.Koilliiir.lli» 

fllrti  to  loAft  far  i  Mi* 

otdtaoft  oolo  odl  ^sool* 
plooo  noo  loc  llisa* 
tOffOOfiRoioopfO* 

 »*  Ll-i. 

ooubtuio  to  ttrvt  oo  i 
otedetriot . 


dtower  Station  condowlnlumi 

Locition:  Lincoln  Wharf, 
Commercial  Street,  North 
End  waterfront. 
8lis:  19^ndonuniums( 
ArcMtscKwtonArchh 


n 


tion.  To  be  completed 
summer,  1985. 
Coot:  $26  rnOtkm. 

UnltowlHboooldotbo-  •Wl**]^ 

lowmorkotcotttomotf*  ojwhwfi^lJ|.lt 

orafrlneoiM  North  fnd  wftoottlMIOM 

IpnlMI.  WO  OKI  pOWfr  rOCUO^  Oi  WoWJr 

stotlon  It  bobig  fomod*  American  Womts. 


Iconii 


UmMosi:  Hoosac  Pierf 
Charkstown,  next  to  Con- 
stitution Pier. 
Mm;  2-story  and  tetory 
office  buMngs.totil 
160,000  squire  feet  of  of- 
fice  spice.  Pier  Jessed  to 
.developers  by  Musacfau- 
«tU  Port  Author^ 
ArcMlocftGeorge^osse, 

^CojSttyen 
'O'C^ 


Mi^sJfnniso^jiK^ 

Stohis:  Under  construc- 
tion. * 
Coil:  $7  million. 


DovolopMOJil  OOflO  fOf 
oMc#  buMdlfifOi  a  walaf* 

itiiDid  ifiM  Md  ft  ni« 

(too^woflnMjferouri 
tHo  oaSlfi  i4po  of  tfco 
pivfi  noofoc  rvw  woo 
onca  a  buoy  oMppinQ 


attrfront  dtwlopimnt 


UciHon:  Piers  One,  Two  tMui:  Intensive  design 
and  Three  at  Fort  Point  review  is  expected  to  be 
Channel,  adjacent  to  Pier   conducted  in  coming 


months  for  this  very  im- 
portant waterfront  project 


Four  Restaurant. 
Iit«:18aaesl1000-room 
Hyatt  hotel;  800  to  1000 
retail  and 

garagetyaces. 

Tentative  plan* 


by  developers,  BRA  and  a 
Citizens'  Advisory  Com- 
mittee. 

Cost:  $400  million. 


itectfor 

j  initial 
^isCesarJ^i^ 
m  ^retired 
KUoivtrtity 


ates,  Boetoty  ^ 
joint  venture  with' 
terftppcrties  rfL„_s 
TMMdF^ 


lid  Cmr  NH  hM  bun 

iMfiriMwflMa 
Mawt  D^wJlspawat 


■  A'  *  .  J 

>      'i  Si.! 


mat,  owner  and  operator 

aM  owner  oi  nets  uk, 
Two  and  Three. 


s 


OovimnMntCMlirgaragf 


MllMChUMttt 

Ttchnotogy 
Ctnlw 

Location:  Lop  Airport, 
Bird  Island  Rata,  East 

Boston. 


!  New  Sudbury, 
NewCbirdoo,New 
CccpessStreeU,  Govern- 
ment Center. 
IJ«  Existing  five-story, 
Uodloot2000<arfa- 
rife.  Developer  will  add  ■ 
two  floors  of  office  space 
toUUnf  250,000  squire 
feet  and  20.000  square 
feet  of  retail  space. 
Ale***  Mints  Aasoci- 
afto*  Boston.  ' 
DswilssirsGomsineat 
center  Garage  Realty 
Trust,  MyraaPutsittr, 
Boston,  and  Richard  H. 
Rubin,  Rockville,  Mi, 
trustees. 

Status:  City  sold  garage  to 
developers  for  $20.5  mil« 
lion.  Work  on  addition  and 
improvements  were  sched- 
uled to  start  this  fall. 
Co#l:  $17  million  for  addi- 
tion and  improvements. 


Qm?swssbuiHlnl<l( 
MptfUttfttOMttn- 
nasi  Curt*  wtor* 

IWWBpnppWi  IWiW/w 

owiMf  It  o#mmHttd  to  fl* 
MMfikia  oubHo  woffct 


lkotmsiM«n,lMlud> 
Ua  kudtsaolM.  MV 
Moketffwa*e,frM 

RVM^  WW  wwwwiwg 

Md  moraMofl  ol  th# 

wsMngsfsslorrMsrsol 

MTAbUNt. 


filhtiWf  strict  Apartrntntt 

LooasMiWarrtnton,     This  peaf*  on*  torn 

Charles  Streets,  neat  to 
Charles  Playhouse  in 
theater  district. 
Mss:  8  stories,  40  apart< 


trie*  Itcsd  ba^dssQ 


rWW)  tWP         ^wJ  Wi 

iMwww)  iMim  tad 


roots,  13  parking  spaces.  tttt^lMk*!* 
ArsMlsst Augwt Asioct-  mk»ttom»to*4 


PsvaMpsr.  Louis  Cohen. 
MaMK  Under  designs 
view  by  BRA. 
Coshtfmiilioo, 


II  nuNi  wMi  Iwo  kwV 


399Boyteion 
8tr#tt.  / 

toiiQMSbetfiofl  wi 
theaorthw^ofBqybtM 
Street'  1 
•te  13^195,000. 
square  feet  of  office  space; 
14,000  square  feet  of 
retail  spice. 

ArcMtoct:  CBT/Childs,  , 
Beitmant  Tseckares  and 
Caaendino,  Inc.,  Boston, 
D#vwop#nCodn^  t 
grim  Associates, » joint 
venture  of  principals  of 
The  Codman  Cba|  Inc.  and 
Pilgrim  Management  » 
Corp.  New  England  life 
Insurance  Co.  abo  a  joint 
venture  partner,     ,  , 
•Mist:  Scheduled  for  ' 
completion  this  (all, 
Cost  $36  million. 


anas,  owner  and  operator 
ol  Pier  Four  Restaurant 
and  owner  <rf  Piers  One, 
Two  and  Three. 


New  Sudbury, 


llaaaacht 


NewChardonPNew 
Congress  Streets,  Govern^ 
ment  Center. 
Hit:  Existing  five^oiy, 
bkxkloQgt200(kargi« 
rage.  Devdoper  will  add 
two  torn  «vb  apt 

feet 

feet  of  rettj|  apace, 

i  Associ- 
ate* oT 

Xw^NiijajPtTjovemflMflt 

center  fiirj«KBty 


Cult* 


Logan  Airport, 
Bird  liiaod  FkU.  £ut 
Boaton. 

fix*:  20  »cm,  ooe  raQboQ 
aquarefft  of  building 

SJkaitoore.Ot- 
ngTiiMetoda^ — 
"Dvv^ia^tvMass^ii^b* 


jOo^>wsadw- 
•etu  Port  Authority-initi* 
ited  project. 
mm  Under  comtntt- 
(ion 

CMbtMOnuln. 

TMM  lnwHHHtt 

iMMftlybliitNllMdl 

!■  rliMilinari  ifflrf 
H  09lfMpJfl  WHi  PHr 

MMftt  axppn  pj^^vi 

«j 

flof  wnfcfc»  davilop" 

bUtlMMldMMM^ 


Gang*  wash*  In  14t 

MplrtllihlfilVMA' 

iat^t  Otat^f  ^f^Aa  fa* 
atwl  p^a^act  Tlia  nav 

trustees.  jjSSSjjiS**^ 

IWatfCity  sold  garage  to  y^jawiwy^ 

developers  for  $20.5  od*  rl^y^1*™* 
lion,  Work  oo  addition  and 

uled  to  start  this  tat,  ^^y,?;^ 

CmI:  $17  mittaoo  for  jkMh  >a^iMiiaian  ^ 

tiooandin^pvementi 


iter  Dlttrlct  Apartmmtt 


Location;  Warrejiton, 
Charles  Streets,  next  to 
Charles  Playhouae  in 
theater  ( 

Sbt:8slpries,40siftt- 


This  pro|#ct  calls  lor  i 
brick*taMd  bulMlfig 

hum  thai  wiiilrt  iiM  k\t 

brine*  $110,000  and 


ments,  13Vttrhugsuce».  $120,000,  tadudliig  10 

AfcNtacfcflu^Assod-  OM^MrooMiMHiMd 

ntes,  BostoflT  V.  10unttt wtthrwob«l< 

mmifSJSSiyk^  mm. 
IWiMi  Under  "design «T 
view  by  BRA. 
Co«t:$S  mitlioa. 


I  Soicom Wjh  Ttch  mtrkit  cut* 

Locate  Former  Can-  rifloMliMrlnMtMier 

moawettthPkrbuildiaf,  >Noaiy*aid<jy- 

Northern  Avenue,  Fort  trwlceoi**unlontlone 

Point  Channel  tadndriWiThiMiilir 

ItaUVnilfai  apart  w«ha»dt»dnetown 

feet  Of  S|w9i  Mid  HM^#f  OMffJWIOMt 

Aaaociate^tf^ljl^wj^  laf  Maaltafa  daaHwi 
^Devefr'enrMR rjwer-  Industrywide 
Jaj  pji^w&mm.  A  entail  Mai  la 

hylnveatinentiAtetoir'  taoWnd  In  plane  tora 
"ttrfue:!^  underlay  toltr  tltft.  to  tar,  dmt« 

for  high  tech  tenants,     opera  taw  «paeie«eid 

Coat  1100  mien,  dekyelnesinpletajlta 

nfftlirt  mU  mha  HUH* 

JSSItetai^ 

IPfflimMPOTVWiH 

vhllbwitfMrwMa 


OjflcfbulMng, 


3tfHt_ 

Location:  Between  Artog* 
ton,  Berkeley  Streete  on 
the  north  aidec%]aton 
Street.     J  ,»  .  » 

sate 

14,000  ¥imWf 
retail  apace, 

ArthHactCBT/Childs, . 

venture  ofpepa  of 
TheCodmanCo.,kand 

^gMMalgW  'I- 

.(^eVSngtoflife 
jn^^bbTJiiflr*. 
ventureparWr, 
WatwSdbeduledfor 
completion  this  fall  ' 
Coat.  million; 

Tha  budding  hMi 
fiesda  or  red  brick  and 
Huttflnt-  wttii  in  rti 
odbi  on  rot  nnfff  nvvrv 

*  yptf  Iteofij  H  It  caypH 

Wwl  HTf  POnfl  91  if* 

Hactlva  jlasa# 


841  HQA&MAN 


KDCUU 


Kindjcappfd 

ton  st.  near  Marcdb 
Street.  Washington  Park, 
Rox 

lire  Mory  apartment 
buOding,  vUh  145  uoits. 
Architect  j 

OsvalopscG^ofB* 

ders  Housing  (^tw<K 
profit  organiationspoih 
sored  by  Counctt  of  Elders. 
IncofRoxbury, 
Status:  Under  construe* 

I'tiOO,  :M 
«nL|&  fifn^M^^^  satft 

at  Iho  J^A^s  Wsshtojpsn 
tot,  It  toe*  Ml* 

iirt  ■■riir  Uf^rirartiM- 
prvppnf  whjwji"  pwww^, 

ptod  hjf  MalrsOoise ,  v 

Acadantyi  ^Onistefsf  nM 

dkiidwttfctodsraNft**< 


ThrShlpway 
condomlnlumi 


Location:  Charle&town 
Navy  Yard, 

81m;  2lV)mes  of  one. 
two  and  Ate  bedrooms. 


l  principal  in 


England,  a  uiSu&uf 
JjUC^otAiKrin, 
Rome,  Italy,  Si  NcfYotf 


'IMuisUi^coDitroc' 

tioa  schedukdf^oocopit-. 


C^it:  $2*4  ottBioo<  . 

Tk*^  w\  w^ww^w  JJrHU(^ 

lualM  U  ftk*  ILuy  V*#d  Ift 
VWH  P  IHi  nw?J  Jwfm  n 

Is  baln0  huHt  oa  han 
Ingj  npd  tousnhfiif  ShJpS^ 

TfeA  ImMa  AfA  Atf^AAWli 

4a  AAll  MAtA  t^AA 
MV  W^W  IWf  ^PWnW  ww^l 

^tOS^Oww1  aaah# 


,  Cll 


icily  Squirt  condominium! 

ImMw  Park,  Warrcfl,  Newlfcr»*iMlliw 
Wtnthrop,  Main  StreeU,  tl«yM*fatA*{i«tt 
not  to  John  Harvard  Mall,  b«b<it  along  M* 
near  Cjrjr  Square,  Itntttohowilletn* 
Charleatowo.  dentaluM  and  porting - 

teUttttauniuAi  lirttAAlliiilAft 
ta4t4liMot1e  Aaitthi 
Stock  huMdtof  u^H  bo  In* 
rofpofikd  lais  tin 

AAfVA  AA  AfllAA  ^AMPA 

AUa  aa  Sid  iifMftS  Htf* 

F^fc^a^F)  wWJ  WfWi  V^WV*^nW  P 

WHP^ni^piWi  win  Jw^n^pi^NP 

lyi  aaAvmkaa  4a  Iaa  AAAm* 
WW  ^ff^VW  ^n7  tPWW  l^lwA^ 

fflOStlng  fcpdOnSo 


Devekspwenl 


ItMiirVtoriieiign^ 
^byB^CocstniCtion 
start  ttheduled  for  thii 
year, 

C#it$6millkw. 


CltySquart 
elderly  homing 

Locitlon!1rVarrcfl(^rk 

Streets,  near  City  Square, 
Charleston 
8li#:120Wbedrooin 
renUluMj 

tcctural  TefiOBstcSST* 

lie  .Archdiocese.  , 
liiliirUfilerdesign  re- 
view by  BRA,  construction 
start  scheduled  for 
this  year. 
Cost  M  million, 

This  1$  the  recycling  of . 
thsoMSKMsrysOfsm* 
msr  School  Into  k>w*ln- 


Im  cdAlitalM  11  imHi 
two  now  wfsfo  on  War* 

fPI  iPfflf  WW  tfffll 
H0nt9  Mffli  WO  wOTwi 

lour  rtortoi  Tho  wlnja 
itftMbfcllono4»v- 

WM  WnnPW  www 

room  unite  and  tour 


Columbli  Point  hpulihg  project 

Vernoo  Street, 
Doithester.nearCduraMa 
Circle, 

tlss:  51  acres, 
ArchHwct(^(CbAcy 
&  Associates  of  Bosta 
and  Mintz  Associates  of 
Boston, 

Dovstopwn  Corcoran, 
MullwsJewiison,k, 
Quincy;  Peabody  Construe* 


{  1. 1 


condomlnlumt 

Location:  Main,  Henley, 
Winthrop  Streets,  near 
City  Square,  Charlestown 
8bo:52condonainium 
and  nine  Vwrket-rate(nofl* 
subsidize!  fental  units. 

Associatesofn 
TJmfepor;^ 


8tatus:  Under  design 
study  by  BRA*  start  o<  coiv 
struction  scheduled  for  ^ 
later  this  year. 
Coot*  $7  million. 

This  proiod  calls  tor  tho 
construction  of  thno* 
md  tour  "Story  buiMfofs 
iAdrohablUtiltonor 
§mm  old  alrusturts.  H 
rapfasants  an  srchltoc  * 
tu^  copy  o<  tho  Chartos 
MllnolMtsslfnOf  Ton* 
una  wrtKsni  otm^ 
(hit  oAca  stood  on 
PranUUthsfty  "*  1 


i 


vbul|dlii9 
itBiyiido 

UctMooiBayaideExposii 

•itlon  Center,  Columbia  1 
Pont,  Dorchester. 
.  8U»:  5storiea,  145,000 
>  'square  feet  of  space.  * 
-,AfeW»ct:  George  Ross, 
•Qnincj'. 

:  OawiopanO'Connell  - 

(Wiun  and  Peter)  Deveff 
it  Co,  ami  Corcoran, 
!ufliitt,Jennison,foc,.  * 


Thli  ttralopmont,  part 
oMhaBM'aWaahlngton 
Park  urban  ranowal  pro* 
|act,labalngbullton 
proparty  formerly  occu- 
pladbyNolraDama 
Acadamy.Ranlalaforall 
unttaaralobaaubal* 
dliod  with  Moral  fundi. 


HIV  Will**  «««  «A)/Vi 

to  toll  lor  mora  than 
$100,000  oach, 


■ion, 

Davolopor:  Paramount 
Development  Associates,  a 
subsidiary  of  the  Perini 
Land  and  Development 
Co.,  Framingham. 
8talm;  Under  design  re- 
view by  BRA.  Construction 
start  scheduled  (or  this 
year. 

Cook  $6  million, 


olumbla  Point  homing  pro)K( 


location:  Vernon  Street, 
Dorchester,  near  Columbia 
Circle.  " 
8ba:51al 

A^hHoctlSoody,  Clancy 


k 


National  floiiaiAc 

tmunit)iJisk  Force  and 
kuehn_afKlJh^~ 

cooperation  with  Boston 
Housing  Authority  and 
Boston  Redevelopment  ■ 
Authority.       4 : 
•Mm:  Under  planning  V 
and  design 
:,Ca*$135nuifo.. 

^rfoua  m  on  rovnaiuwi 

IMPRJ  piJfVvl  Of  lVfV 


8  r^aBpre^»^ 


■0%  ^ 


ivMbodoMl* 
^HoWir**** 

*  Wd        Ia^BI  llAlM^A 

rj*MN(u»lo12llMft)< 
1  bo  i  cMlrti  mil  w* 


corporis  Into  Ih* 
homing  dMtyiMd 
MrvmoMMipiet. 
Also,  m  old  surplus  H*. 
virdoloiMnUry  school 
bulkNngwIllbtnttorwl 
MduMduinu|orlob< 
bymlrMMlolhiliMM' 
Ing  complex  and  wW 
contain  community 
mooting  idmn, 


■  ...\  " 


conitructlonot  tnrH- 

andtouMtorybulkHnga 

andrahabllltaNonof 

aomo  oMitrueturoa.lt 

rapraaontaanarchttoc* 

turalcopyolthoCharloa 
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FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 

Date  of  Transcription  9/30/86 


A. 


1  Street,  Brookline, 


Massachusetts    telephone  number  l  \,  was" advised  of 

"the  identity  of  the  interviewing  Agent  and  the  nature  of  the 
inquiry.    He  thereafter  furnished  the  following  information: 

I  | is  employed  as  a  I  I  for 

the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  (BRA) #  Boston,  Massachusetts, 
and  has  been  so  employed  since  I  lis  the  I  1  for 

that  agency  and  I  | when  called  upon. 

|  |  stated  that  the  general  policy  of  the  BRA  on  99% 

of  these  occasions  is  that  |    |to  the  media  has  been 

cleared  by  the  Director  of  tne  bka.  V 

The  present  \irector  of  the  BRA  is  STEVEN  COYLE and  his 
predecessor  was  ROBERT  RYAN.    RYAN  was  Director  from  September, 
1978  through  July,  1984. 

I  I  recalls  receiving  a  telepl^me  call  on  or  about 


January  7.  1984,  from  Globe  Reporter  I  L  He  recalls 

thatl  I  asked  various  questions  about  the  connection  between 


the  Clarendon  Building,  which  was  owned  by  John  Hancock  Mutual 
Life  Insurance  Company,  and  Hancock's  grant  to  Boston  University. 
I  I learned  froml       "I  that  the  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life 

Insurance  Company  had  sought  BRA  approval  to  build  their  tower  in 
Copley  Square  in  1969.    John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  \ 
Company  also  agreed  to  tear  down  its  own  Clarendon  Street  \ 
Building  and  create  a  city  park.    Another  idea  was  to  use  the     %  l 
building  as  a  children1  s  museum,  but  the  museum  was  later  located** v 
at  Fort  Point  Channel,  Boston,  Massachusetts.    Later  John  Hancock w 
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said  it  needed  the  Clarendon  Building  and  was  allowed'  by  the  BRA 
to  keep  this  building. 


|        | was  asking  I  I  various  questions  about  this 

transaction. 


I  I  stated  that  when  he  received  this  telephone  call  from 

"J  he  was  not  aware  of  any  negotiations  by  the  BRA  or  the 


City  of  Boston  with  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insuifanfifi-Coropany 
regarding  the  clarendon  Building.  I  *  *     '  *" 


Larendon  Building.  I  I  advised  I        [that  he 

Would  speak  with.l  I  and  re-contact|  | 

later  that  day. 

I  |  went  and  spoke  With  I  I  regarding  the  inquiry  that 

had  been  made  byl  \ 

I         I  informed!  Ithat  during  the  late  1960's  or  early 

1970' s,  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  had, received 
approval  from  the  City  of  Boston  to  build  the  new  John  Hancock 
Tower.    The  official  policy  or  decision  that  Was  made  with  the 
City  of  Boston  Was  that  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
Company  would  make  the  Clarendon  Building,  which  Was  owned  by 
John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,  available  to  the' City 
of  Boston  as  a  public  amenity.    A  great  deal  of  time  had  gone  by 
before  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  opened  their 
new  office  toWer. 

By  1980,  1981,  or  1982,  the  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life 
Insurance  Company  made  a  proposal  to  the  City  of  Boston  to 
rehabilitate  the  Clarendon  Building  and  keep  this  building  for 
its  own  use. 


I  I Was  informed  byl        Ithat  ,the  general  feeling  at  the 

I       —     ■    I     «   i_   .  .  _     l-L__  I  _   a.  v. _  j_   J_l  nji...  Ji  J  ~~4- 


Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  was  that  the  City  did  not  need 
another  public/cultural  space  which  would  have  been  created  When 
the  Clarendon  Building  was  raised.    At  this  point,  the  City  of 
Boston  Was  contemplating  rehabilitating  Copley  Square  and  the 
theater  district  in  downtown  Boston. 

further  explained  to  I  1  that  the  idea  in  late  1969 


or  early  1970  was  to  tear  down  the  old  Clarendon  Street  Building 
and  create  a  city  park  or  to  use  this  building  as  the  children's 
museum.    These  plans  no  longer  held  merit  in  1980. 

|         |  also  informed f         I  that  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life 
Insurance  Company  was  a  ma} or  employer  in  the  City  of  Boston  and 
the  company  needed  additional  space.    From  the  city's  point  of 
view,  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  had  submitted 
quality  plans  for  rehabilitating  this  building  and  it  would 
remain  on  the  tax  rolls  for  the  City  of  Boston. 
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I         I  further  informed  I  I  that  there  was  no  connection 

between  the  Clarendon  Street  Building  and  John  Hancock's  grant  to 
Boston  University. 

Prior  tol  Is  telephone  call,|~       I  was  not  aware  of 

any  negotiations  that  the  BRA  may  have  had  with;  John  Hancock 
Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  regarding  the  Clarendon  Building. 

I  |  further  explained  that  as  I  ~l 

he  is  not  privy  to  negotiations  and  transactions  regarding 
various  projects  in  the  City  of  Boston  until  there  is  an 

I  by  the  BRA. 


I  I  advised  that  after  the  I  [article  appeared  in 

the  Boston  Globe  on  January  7,  1984,  he  believes  he  learned  at  a 
BRA  meeting  that  at  some  point  in  1983,  a  question  had  arisen  by 
which  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  should  help  fund 
the  improvements  in  Copley  Square.    Several  of  the  large  abutters 
in  the  Copley  Square  area  had  made  contributions  and  it  was  his 
impression  that  John  Hancock  should  also  contribute  to  the  Copley 
Square  Redevelopment  because  Hancock  had  once  promised  to  create 
public  space  when  the  Clarendon  Building  was  raised.  The 
Clarendon  Building  was  never  raised  so  it  was  his  impression  that  be 
John  Hancock  should  donate  to  the  Copley  Square  improvements.  hie 


He  recalls  at  least  two  stories  appearing  in  the  Boston 
newspapers  questioning  why  John.  Hancock  never  contributed  to  the- 
^opley  Square  improvements.    One  article  was  written  by J  I 
j on  how  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  had 


not  honored  their  agreement  with  the  city  regarding  the  Clarendon 
Building. 

After  the  newspaper  articles  questioning  John  Hancock's 
commitment  to  the  City  of  Boston,  he  thought  it  was  a  unique  way 
of  filling  their  public  commitment  by  donating  four  million 
dollars  to  Boston  University.    This  four  million  dollar 
commitment  by  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  to  Boston 
University  was  unusual  in  his  experience. 

I  |  advised  thatl  I  was  a  WHITE 

political  appointee  and!  Iwas  never  a  part  of  I       I's  inner 

circle.    He  was  not  close  to  the  WHITE  political  machine. 

|  |  stated  that  DAN  AHEARN  (deceased) ,  formerly  of  the 

Back  Bay  Federation,  would  have  raised  the  roof  over  John 
Hancock's  contribution  of  four  million  dollars  to  Boston 
University.  \ 

It  is  I  r.s  understanding  that  since  KEVIN  wHITE  left 

office,  he  became  a  professor  at  Boston  University; 
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It  is  his  understanding  that  I  I  a  former 

political  appointee of  WHITE'S,  is  also  doing  consulting  work  at 
Boston  University.  I                        I  is  KEVIN  WHITE'S |  |  at 

Boston  University.  

Also  I  \  former  Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE, 

is  also  employed  in  some  capacity,  at  Boston  University. 


lectures  at  Boston  University 


Also,  once[ 


Ito 

_L 


former  Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE,  also 


at  Boston  University. 


1  is  doing  consulting  work 


]was  served  a  copy  of  a  Federal  Grand  Jury  subpoena 


from  the  District  of  Massachusetts,  Boston,  Massachusetts,  dated 
September  18,  1986.    This  subpoena  called  for  his  personal 
appearance  before  a  Federal  Grand  Jury  at  Boston,  Massachusetts, 
on  September  24,  1986. 
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1  Memorandum^ 


To  : 


From 


Subject  : 


SAC,  BOSTON  (194C-420) (P) 


SA 


V 

H.  WH1 


D»te  12/1/86 


\  KEVIN  H.  ^HITE, 
\  FORMER.  MAYOR, 
\ffITY  OF  BOSTON; 

corruption  within  the 

■boston "redevelopment  authorities; 

hobbs  Act  -  cpo; 

extortion ; . .  mai lfraud 

00:  BOSTON. 


On  10/30/86,  AUSA, 
to  furnish_the  numbered  address  for 
home  on [         I Avenue  in  [ 


1 


rernipsted  the  writer 


owned  by [ 


.  \  who  owned  a 

i   ■  -— -  ~*  ■   \i  Massachusetts. 

J  also  requested_the  numbered  a^rPfig  for  a  condominium  unit 

J  Lane  in  Boynton- Beach,  Florida. 


]on[ 


On  10/30/86,  writer  telephonically  contacted  I  , 
J_SA,  Ft.  .Lauderdale  RA  and  requested  the  number ; address  f  or- 
is .residence  on|  ~|;Lane  in  0oyntoh  Beach,  Florida. 


 1 — j  •    ~  r, — r    .     - 1  I  ^oynton  tjeacn,  rionaa 

-rr— -I Ijyisedthat  she  wouia  ofctain  this  information  and  furnish 
ox  to  sa|  |  on;  11/5/86. 


On  10/30/86,  writer  telephonically  contacted. SA I 
Hyannis  RA,  an<i  requested  that  he  determine  the>  number  for 


Avenue  in 


,.  _  }S  residence  "located;  on.[ 

Massachusetts. 

On  11/4/86,  SA  I         ladvised  writer  that-.l  

L.^fL the  ■ residence .  at  number  I  TAvenue  3nT 


3 


In 


Massachusetts,  f 


individual  with  the  last  name  of  I  ~1 
i2n_.ll/6/86,  SA 


I"-   •  ••»»«-«.*._  |  |  rtV  CiiUC  ill 
supposedly  sold  this> residence  to  an 


at  nuwher 


EE 


advisea  mat  the 


advised. that 


enc 


Istreet.  Boston..  Massachusetts. _^urcnaseai  *  rpgidenct 
J' —  "  " 


Lane, [ 


Massachusetts. 


3  -  Boston 
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purchase  price  on  this  residence  was  $1,550,000.    The  residence 
is  located  on  1.9  acres  of  land.  I  [supposedly  obtained' a 

mortgage  from  the  BOSTON  SAFE  DEPOSIT  AND  TRUST  COMPANY.    |  | 


at  contact  with  postal  employees  determined  that 
receives  mail  at  the  residence  of|  iLane, 
\  Massachusetts. 


The  above  information  was  furnished  to  AUSA  F  Ion 
11/4/86  by  SA|  |  1  r 
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Date  of  Transcription  9/30/86 
1 


John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,  Boston, 
Massachusetts,  telephone  number  I  |,  was  advised  of 

the  identities  of  the  interviewing- Agents  and  the  nature  of  the 
inquiry.    He  thereafter  'furnished  the  following  information: 

I  I  resides  at  I  I  Road t  Winchester, 

Massachusetts,  telephone  number 


)  I  has  been  employed  by  .the  John  Hancock  Mutual 

Life  Insurance  Company  for  a  period  of  years. 

 On  January  1,  1982,  he  became I  1 

I  Hof  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company. 

Prior_to_that  from  January,  1979  until  his  present  position,  he 
WasJ.  From  October,  1972  until  January.  1979,  he  held  a 

position  of  |  | 
During  this  period  or  rime,  ne  naa  the  official  responsibility 
for  real  estate.  b6 

b7C 

 From  August  1,  1965  through  October,  1972,  he  was  I  1 

I  I  at  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance 

Company. 

I  I  explained  that  the  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life 

Insurance  Company  began  construction  on  their  tower  building 
during  August,  1968.    The  Hancock  Tower  was  not  completed  and 
occupied  until  the  last  week  of  January,  1976.    Originally  the 
Hancock  Tower  was  intended  to  be  occupied  during  late  1972  or 
early  1973.    The  Hancock  Tower  consists  of  62  architectural 
stories  and  of  two  million  square  feet  of  office  space. 


9/17/86 
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It  was  originally  thought  that  the  Hancock  Tower  would  satisfy 
Hancock's  of f ice  space  needs  until  at  least  the  year  2000. 

I  I  advised  thatl  | 

I  t t  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,  Was  the 

officer  in  charge  of  home  office  real  estate  until  he  retired 

during!  "I  It  was  at  this  point  that 

I  I  became  I  I  and  had'  the 

official  responsibility  for  real  estate.  I  loversaw  the  day 

to  day  .operations  of  I  |  who  was  in  charge  <?f  the 

tower  construction.  1   |was  

in  administrative  operations  and  home  office  real  estate. 


1 


It  was  during  October,  1972,  that  both I 
retired  from  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance- Company. 

1  advised  that  he  does  not  recall  any  meetings  with 
lis  regarding  the  Clarendon  Building  and  the  John 


city  officials  regarding  the  Clarendon  Building" 
Hancock  Tower.    The  negotiations  regarding  the  tower  and  the 
clarendon  Building  were  handled  by  I  I 

I   \  with  John  Hancock's  Investment 

Real  Estate  Division.    These  people  had  dealings  with  city 
officials  and  the  various  agencies  from  the  City  of  Boston 
regarding  the  approvals  of  the  Hancock  Tower  and  the  Clarendon 
Building. 

ROBERT  LONDERGAN  (deceased)  was  the  individual  'from  John 
Hancock's  Law  Department  who  assisted  with  the  legal  matters 
regarding  the  aforementioned  project. 

Hancock" s  agreement  with  the  City  of  Boston  was  that  once 
the  Hancock  Tower  was  completed,  the  old  ^Clarendon  Building 
(which  was  owned  by  John  Hancock)  would  be  demolished  and  a  city 
park  would  be  created.    Also  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
Company  agreed  to  finish  the  exterior  facade  on  the  Berkeley 
Building  and  also  construct  a  small  addition  that  would  be  used 
as  a  public  service  facility. 

 At  this  point  of  thft  interview,  I  Irftmipstfid  that 

I  Tfor 
John  HancockMutual  Life  Insurance  Company  be  present.  I  I 
stated  thatl         \  is  also  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
'John  Hancock. 

I  |  explained  that  while  the  Hancock  Tower  was  being 

constructed,  Copley  Square  was  being  rehabilitated  and  open  space 
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was  created  in  front  of  Trinity  Church.    This  open  space  had  some 
effect  on  the  wind  currents  in  that  area  and  that  any  additional 
open  space  would  be  very  undesirable  because  of  the  high  winds, 
etc. 


1  John  Hancock 

Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,  met  on  at  least  two  occasions  with 
former  Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE,  City  of  Boston,  regarding  the  Clarendon 
Building.    The  , original  plans  and  agreement  with  the  City  of 
Boston  regarding  the  Clarendon  Building  was  that  once  the /Hancock 
Tower  was  completed,,  the  Clarendon  Building  would  be  raised. 
During  1971  through  1972,  there  were  a  series  of  incidents  of 
glass  failure  at  the  Hancock  Tower  which  were .potentially  very 
hazardous.    A  decision  had  been  made  by  Hancock 'off icials  as  well 
as  various  agencies  from  the  City  of  Boston  that  all  glass  in  the 
Hancock  Tower  would  be  removed  and  replaced  with  plywood  until  a 
remedy  could  be  found  regarding  the  glass  failure.    He  believes 
it  was  during  late  1974  that  a  resolution  was  reached  and  the 
glass  began  to  be  replaced  in  the  tower. 

During  this  period  of  time, I  believes  there  was  an, 

oral  agreement  between  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company 
and  the  City  of  Boston  by  which  the  plans  for  raising  the 
Clarendon  Building  would  be  suspended  until  the  Hancock  Tower 
glass  problem  was  resolved  and  the  building,  occupied.., 

I  1 learned  of  the  aforementioned  agreement  between  John 

Hancock t and  the  City  of  Boston  from  the I  1 


Hancock  began  to  move  its  people  into  the  tower  building  all 
through  1976  and  early  1977.    At  this  point,  all  employees  from 
the  Clarendon  Building  had  been  moved  into  the  Hancock  Tower. 

I  I  stated  that  in  1976  or  1977,  two  things  happened 

regarding  the  Clarendon  Building.    A  proposal  emerged  (not  from 
John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company)  that  the  Clarendon 
Building  should  be  rehabilitated  and  occupied  by  a  non-profit 
institution*    He  heard  of  this  proposal  through  I  I 
I  t  John  Hancock.  I  I  stated  that 

this  proposal  never  materialized  and  he  cannot  recall  the  reasons 
why  it  did  not  materialize. 

Also  sometime  during  1976  or  1977,  former  Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE 
made  a  visit  to  the- John  Hancock  Tower  with  some  dicmitarv.  'It 
was  during  this  visit  that  Mayor  WHITE  met  with  I  L 
I  T  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company.    The  Mayor 

stOBPed'by  to  say  hello  to I        land  it  was  during  this  visit  that 
I said  to  the  Mayor  that  we  should  get  together  and  talk  about 
the  resolution  of  the  Clarendon  Building.  John 


Job 
hlC 


BS  194C-450 


Continuation  of  |  |  ,0n    9/17/86  and  9/18/85  ,Page  4 


Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  officials  had  heard  that  the  city 
of  Boston  was  beginning  to  question  additional  open  space  in  that 
area  because  of  the  wind  situation.    It  was  the  City  of  Boston 
that  first  indicated  to  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
Company  that  the  Clarendon  Building  could  possible  remain 
standing  and  remain  a  tax-producing  piece  of  property. 

Sometime  in  1978  or  1979J  Iwas  invited  to  the  Parkman 
House,  Beacon  Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts,  bv  Mavor  WHITE  to 
discuss  the  Clarendon  Building. |  jaskedl  I  to  accompany 

him  to  this  meeting.  |  [recalls  that  this  meeting  took 

place  at  approximately  s;30  or  9:00  AM  and  in  attendance  were 
himself  ,f        I  and  Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE:    During  this  breakfast 
meeting,  they  spoke  about  the  Clarendon  Building  in  general 
terms. I  lalso  recalls  thatl        1  updated  the  Mayor  on  the 

present  condition  of  the  Hancock  Tower  and  also  the  possible  use- 
of  the  Clarendon  Building  for  a  non-profit  entity.    He  recalls 
' there  was  some  discussion  about  the  pros  and  cons  about  raising 
the  Clarendon  Building  as  opposed  to  retaining  the  building. 
I  I  could  not  recall  if  this  topic  was  initiated  by  the  Mayor 

orl  I 

I  1 wanted  to  ascertain  from  the  Mayor  what 

should  be  done  with  the  Clarendon  Building.    The  Mayor  informed 
these  individuals  that  he  (the  Mavor)  would  re-contact  them  at  a 
later  date  with  his  decision. |  ~|  in  his  mind,  thought 

that  the  Mayor  would' get  back  to  them  within  a  few  weeks. 

When |  | went  into  this  meeting,  he  was  fully  convinced 

that  John  Hancock  would  tear  down  the  Clarendon  Building. 
I  I believes  there  was  a  second  meeting  with  the  Mayor 

regarding  this  subject  but  he  is  not  sure  when  this  meeting  took 
place,  the  date  and  who  attended. 

On  January  ,1,  1979, 1  I  became  I  I  of 

John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company.  | believes 


that  sometime  after  this  date,  there  may  have  been  a  proposal 
from  the  City  of  Boston  asking  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
Company  if  they  would  be  interested  in  keeping  the  Clarendon 
Building.    This  proposal  would  allow  Hancock  to  use  the  Clarendon 
Building  provided  there  was  some  public  use.   I  I  heard  of 

this  proposal  through  ROBERT  LONDERGON  and I  I  The 

City  of  Boston  also  needed  additional  space  and  if  Hancock  agreed 
to  allow  the  City  to  use  some  of  the  Clarendon  Building1 s  space, 
the  City  would  allow  the  Clarendon  Building  to  remain  standing. 

Again, [~  I  stated  that  this  proposal  did  not  stem  from 

John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  but  rather  from  the 
City  of  Boston. 
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John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  was  not  agreeable 
to  this  proposal  because-  Hancock  did  not  want  any  third  parties 
in  their  buildings,  certainly  not  a  city /agency..  According  to 
I  I  that  proposal  never  went  anywhere  except  it  clarified 

for  the  officials  at  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company 
that  maybe  the  Clarendon  Building  would  not  have  to  be  raised. 

I  I  believes  that  sometime  in  1979  the  Mayor's  Office  or 

the  Mayor  WHITE  called  I  lor  he  I  |  possibly  ca3^^ 

the  Mayor  requesting  a  meeting  regarding  the  status  of  the 


Clarendon  Building.  -  It  was  during  this  time-frame  that  John 
Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  began  to  feel  space 
constraints  in  their  tower  building.    Again  the  Clarendon 
Building  had  been  vacant  since  the  Tower  was  occupied  during  late 
1976  or  early  1977. 

Because  of  additional  needed  office  space,  John  Hancock 
Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  hoped  that  if  there  was  some  chance 
that  the  Clarendon  Building  could  be  salvaged,  they  would  like  to 
save  this  building  for  their  needed  space. 


I  I  advised  that:  on  October  10,  1979, 


r 

company,  ana \ 


L 


John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
(Meredith  and  Grew)  met  withf^ 


the  Clarendon  Building, l~~      jf  advised  that  the  Boston 


[for  the  purpose  * of 


requesting  that  John  Han£Q£k_be  allowed  to  re-assess  the  use  of 


Redevelopment  Authority  (BRA)  would  take  this  request  under 
advisement. 


During  September,  1979 , 1  I received  a  verbal 


indication  from  the  BRA.  throUghl  fthat  the  City  would  not 


object  to  John  Hancock  re-assessing  the  use  of  the  Clarendon 
Building. 

On  June  9,  1980,  the  Director" s  Building  Committee  approved 
the  vertical  scheme  of  rehabilitation  on  the  Clarendon  Building 
and  authorized  the  appropriate  Hancock  officials  to  make  a 
proposal  to  the  City  of  Boston.    This  scheme* provided  a  capital 
outlay  of  approximately  $22,000,000  and  provided  approximately 
200,000  square  feet  of  Class  A  office  rental  space  and  200,000 
square  feet  for  John  Hancock's  administrative  use. 


bb 


BS  194C-450 


Continuation  of  |  |  ,On    9/17/86  and  9/18/85  ,Page  6 


During  July,  1980,1  I met  with  Mayor 

KEVIN  WHITE  and  I  I    During  this  meeting, 

the  Mayor  indicated  he  did  not  object  to  John  Hancock  presenting 
a  new  proposal  on  the  Clarendon  parcel  but  made  it  quite  clear 
that  such . a  proposal  must  include  some  sort  of  a  commitment  to 
the  City  of  Boston. 

On  August  12,  1980,  John  Hancock  made  a  formal  presentation 

to  the  BRA.    Representing  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  

Company  was  I  I  (Meredith  and  Grew) ,  and  I  I 

I  I  (Jung  Brannen  Associates) .  The 

proposal  that  was  presented  to  the  BRA  included  approximately 
10,000  square  feet  of  office  space  on  the  first  floor  which  would 
be  for  public  use. 

During  October,  1980,  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
Company  officials  learned  through  |~  ~l 

I  I  indicated  that  the  deal  could  probably  be  made  if 

John  Hancock  agreed  to  rent  175,000  square  feet  of  office  space 
at  the  Clarendon  Building  to  the  City  of  Boston  for  use  by 
various  departments  of  the. city  Administration. 


During  January.  1981 , |  | advised  that  I  I  met  with 


and  inf  ormedl       "I  that  John  Hancock 
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Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  did  not  wish  to  lease  any  space  in 
the  Clarendon  Building  to  the  City  of  Boston. 

 On  October  29,  1981,  at  the  Mayor 1 s  request, f  I  and 

I  I  met  with  Mayor  WHITE.    During  this  meeting,  the  Mayor 

indicated  that  many  things  had  changed  in  the  City  and  he  thought 
that  within  the  next  30-40  days,  the  City  of  Boston  would  be  able 
to  furnish  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  a  decision 
on  the  Clarendon  Building  proposal. 

,  On  >  November  17,  1981,  I  I  met  with  l~  1 

|_  |  At  this  meeting,!        I  proposed  that  John  Hancock  Mutual 

Life  Insurance  Company  make  a  contribution  which  would*  be  used  to 
finance  a  public  improvement  such  as  the  re-design  of  Copley 
Plaza.    John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  indicated  to 
I        Ithat  such  a  commitment  would  be  preferable  to  providing 
space  in  the  Clarendon  Building  as  long  as  the  price  tag  was  not 
unreasonable. 

Also  on  November  17,  1981,1  I  received  a  letter  from 

Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE  inviting  him  to  become  a  member  of  the 
Cablevision  Committee,  which  was  a  non-profit  access  corporation. 
This  letter  was  dated  November  13,  1981.    This  letter  also 


indicated  that|  |of  Boston  University  would  be  handling 
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this  matter  for  Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE.  [ 


stated1  that  he  was 
was  formerly 


f amil iar  with  |____|  s  name  and  knew  that  __ 
.employed  in  some  capacity  by , Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE . 

When  I  I  received  the  aforementioned  letter,  he  gave  it 

to  I  I  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life 

Insurance  Company,  for  an  opinion. 

On  November  24,  1981, r~"~  I  met  with;|  |at  his 

office  at  John  Hancock  Mutual  Lire  Insurance  company.  During 
this  meeting/"         Explained  in  broad  terms  what  this  commission 
would  do  and  the  ob  j ectives  of  the  commission. f  I  stated 

that  to  the  best  of  his  recollection,  there  was  no  talK  f roml 
about  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  making  a 
contribution  to  Boston  University. 

On  January  14,  1982,  a  letter  was  received  at  John  Hancock 
from I  Ion  BU  stationery . I        "| was -  responding  to  a  letter 

that  was  composed  bv  l  Ifollowina  his  review  of  Mayor 

WHITE'S  letter  on  the  Cablevision  Committee  mentioned  above. 

 Also  during  January,  1982, I  Icalled 

land  indicated  that  if  John  Hancock  would  buy  |  ~| 

 I  I  in  Tent  City  and  donate  this  land  to  the 

City,  a  deal  couia  probably  be  made  on  the . Clarendon  Building. 

During  February,  1982,1  Icalled  and 

indicated  the  price  tag  on  Tent  Citv  to  be  somewhere  between  1.5 
million  and  4.4  million  dollars.  I  I  indicated  the  price 

was  too  high  and  asked  if  he  I  I  could  find  other  interested 


parties  to  share  the  cost. I  '  I  informed  I  I  that  he|  | 
would  talk  to  the  Copley  Place  Developer. 


advised  that  prior  to  receiving  the  letter  from 


Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE  inviting  him  to  be  a  member  of  the  Cablevision 
Committee,  he  was  informed  by I  I  that  the  rumor  was  that 

he  I  1  would  be  approached -by  the, Mayor  and  asked  to  sit  on 

the  Cablevision  Committee  in  the  City  of  Boston. I  Is 
reaction  was  he  did  not  Want  to  do  this  but  if  it  meant  Hancock 
keeping  the  Clarendon  Building,  he  would  be  willing  to  do  this. 
He  toldl  1  to  have  a  message  filter  back  to  the  Mayor  in  a 

nice  way  that I  I  was  extremely  busy  and  could  not 

participate  in  this  committee,  but  if  it  was  the' Mayor's  wish, 


could  be  persuaded. 


On  April  15,  1982 ,  there  was  a  meeting  at  Boston  City  Hall 
in  the .  Mavor 1 s  Off ice .  |  "|  attended  this  meeting  along  with 

I  J  BRA,  and  Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE.  I  I's 

objective  was  to  obtain  some  type  of  decision  from  the  Mayor 


he 
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that  the  Clarendon  Building  remain  standing  and  John  Hancock  be 
allowed  to  rehabilitate  this  building  for  some  use  which  would  be 
/acceptable  to  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  or  that 
the  building  be  raised. 

During  this  meeting, I  lexplained  to  the  Mayor  the 

recent  growth  of  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  and 
the  company's  need  for  additional  space.    He  also  explained  to 
the  Mayor  that  Hancock  was  engaged  in  long-range  planning 
regarding  growth  and  development  and  he  I  )  had  to  receive 

some  type  of  a  commitment  from  the  Mayor  whether  the  Clarendon 
Building  could  be  kept  standing, or  raised.    He  further  explained 
to  the  Mayor  that  by  keeping  the  Clarendon  Building,  it  would 
create  additional  jobs. for  residents  of  the  City.    Also  John 
Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  would  like  to  remain  in  the 
City  of  Boston  but  if  the  Clarendon  Building  had  to  be  raised, 
John  Hancock  would  not  hesitate  to  look  for  additional  space 
outside  the  City  of  Boston. 


Throughout  their  conversation, I  I  obviously  knew  that 


the  Clarendon  Building  could  remain  standing  if  John  Hancock 
Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  and  the  City  could  agree  on  some 


mutually  acceptable  alternative  commitment. I  1  also  told 

the  Mayor  that  if  the  Clarendon  Building,  could  remain  standing, 
he  needed  some  indication  of  dollar  value  in  the  way  of  an 
alternative  commitment.    WHITE  informed  I  I  that  John  Hancock 

Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  would  have  to  spend  probably  five 
or  six  million  dollars  towards  an  alternative  commitment., 


I  I stated  that  he  told  the  Mayor  if  he  could  get  one  half  of 


that  amount  from  the  Board  of  Directors,  he  would  be  lucky. 

At  the  conclusion  of  this  meeting,  the  Mayor  said  you  guys 
(meaning  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company)  certainly 
deserve  a  decision.  I  H stated  *that  no  decision  or 

alternative  commitment  was  reached  on  that  particular  day. 

A  few  davs  following  the  aforementioned  meeting, I  ~~1 


told  |  Lfchat  there  are  no  secrets  in  the  City  and 

instructed  I  I  to  retain  a  real  estate  firm  and  let  it  be 

known  that  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  was  looking 
for  land  outside  the  City  of  Boston. F  I  stated  that 

recently  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  had  built  a 
data  processing  center  in  Marlborough  so  it  was  obvious  John 
Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  •  Company  would  go  outside  the  City 
of  Boston, for  additional  space. 


be 
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]  was  hoping  that  word  would  filter  back  to  City  Hall  and 


the  Mayor  that  Hancock  was  actively  looking  for  space  outside  of 
the  City. 

i believes  that  this  tactic  worked  and  the  information 
to  City  Hall,  the  Mayor,  and  the  BRA, 

I   I  later  learned  throughf        I  that|  1 

I  rERA.  felt  that  Mayor  WHITE 1  s  figure  on  the  alternative 


commitment  price  that  WHITE  had  given  to|         ~|  during  their 
April  15,  1982  meeting  was  too  low. 

A  number  of  weeks  passed  by  andl  |  never  heard  from  the 

Mayor  regarding  their  discussion  of  April  15,  1982. 


_ could  not  recall  the  exact  date  but  it  was 
subsequent  to  their  April  15,  1982  meeting  that  |  Ireceived 


a  call  from  someone  associated  with  the  Mayor's  Office.  T 
was  informed  that  the  Mayor  would  be  at  John  Hancock  Mutual  bltfe 
Insurance  Company  and  the  Mayor  would  like  a  meeting  with 
I  □  recalls  that  this  was  about  the  time  that 

Copley  Place  was  underway  or  about  to  get  underway. 

Subsequent  to  the  above  call,  I  l  and  WHITE  met  at  the 

Hancock  Tower.   I  j  stated  that  he  and  the  Mayor  talked 

briefly  in I  Fs  Office.    During  their  discussion,  the  Mayor 

got  up  from  his  seat,  went  over  to  the  window,,  and  looked  out. 
The  Mayor  then  said  we  have  to  do  something  about  that  (meaning 
the  Clarendon  Building) .  I  I  then  said  yes,  we  would  like  to 

do  something  with  that  building  whether  it  be  taken  down  or 
remain. I  I  also  took  this  opportunity  to  remind  the  Mayor 

of  Hancock's  plans  for  the  future. 


he 
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I  ^recalls  that  the  Mayor  then  said  if  we  leave  the 

Clarendon  Building  in  place,  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
Company  would  still  have  an  obligation  to  the  City  but  maybe 
there  might  be  some  alternative  things  Hancock  could  do. 

I  I  also  took  this  opportunty  to  inform  the  Mayor  that 

if  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  had  to  raise  the 
Clarendon  Building,  he  wanted  to  remind  the  Mayor  of  what  the 
area  is  like  due  to  the  wind  problem  created  by  open  space.  The 
Mayor  then  said  "yeah,"  adding  additional  open  space  in  this  area 
at  best  is  a  mixed  blessing. 
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I  1 stated  that  the  Mayor  then  said  there  are  other 

options  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  might 
consider.    For  example,  the  triangle  block  by  the  Turnpike  is  a 
mess  and  the  Mayor  said  he  would  like  to  see  it  cleaned  up. 


I  I  was  not  f  amiliar  with  this  area  and  asked  the  Mayor  to 

give  him  a  better  idea  of  where  and  what  he  was  talking  about. 
I  I  and  the  Mayor  then  walked  to  another  window  in  his  office 

and  the  Mayor  pointed  to  the  Copley  Square  Hotel,  which  is 
located  at  25 .Huntington  Avenue,  Boston,  Massachusetts.  The 
Mayor  also  told  1^  I  that  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance 

Company  may  consider  the  renovation  of  Tent  City  which  would 
provide  housing  for  the  City.   I  |  told  the  Mayor  that  John 


Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  Would  not  be  interested  in 
any  type  of  a  venture  regarding  housing.  I  Unformed  the 

Mayor  that  he  would  have  the  Real  Estate  Division  of  John  Hancock 
Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  look  into  the  parcel  of  land 
located  at  25  Huntington  Avenue.  |  |  knew  that  this  parcel 

of  land  would  be  extremely  expensive  (between  ten  and  twenty 
million  dollars)  and  this  type  of  proposal  would  be  out  of  the 
realm  of  possibility. 


I  requested  the  real  estate  people  at  John  Hancock 
Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  to  furnish  him  an  estimate  on  what 
this  parcel  of  land  would  cost. 

I  I  believes  that  during  this  meeting  with  Mayor  WHITE 

he  mentioned  two  alternative  proposals  that  would  be  acceptable 
to  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company.    The  two  proposals 
that  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  suggested  were  a 
summer  employment  program  for  the  kids  of  Boston  or  a  preparatory 
program  by  which  John  Hancock  would  teach  their  employees  new 
skills  or  programs  to  better  their  present  skills.    Hancock  had  a 
preparatory  program  from  1965  or  1968  through  1978,  which' was 
very  beneficial  to  the  John  Hancock  employees. 

Again, I  I believes  he  mentioned  these  proposals  to 

Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE  during  their  meeting  but  the  Mayor  did  not  seem 
too  interested. 

Following  the  aforementioned  meeting/ 1  I  discussed  the 

alternative  proposals  with  i  ~~  | 

I  [    He  cannot  recall  if 

these  proposals  were  ever  put  on  paper  and  sent  to  the  Mayor. 

I  I  and  the  various  Hancock  of ficials  began  to  discuss 

how  much  money  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  would 
be  willing  to  spend  to  save  the  Clarendon  Building. 
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Throughout  this  entire  process ,  [ 


]had  kept  the  Board 


of  Directors  completely  informed  and  up  to  date  regarding  the 
status  of  the  Clarendon  Building. 


]  advised  that  it  would  have  cost  John  Hancock  Mutual 


Life  Insurance  Company  fifteen  million  dollars  to  raise  the 
Clarendon  Building  and  re-do  the  facade  on  the  Berkeley  Building. 


1982,  [ 


On  March  9, 
Mayor's  Office  regarding^ 
Cablevision  Committee. 


Also  on  March  16,  1982, 
^  j  •  *_  ^  ■  •      •    , . 


ts  Of f ice  received  a  call  from  the 
^■s  participation  on  the 


regarding, Cablevision  in  the  City  of  Boston. 


sent  a  letter  toQ 


c 


On  May  24,  1982,  at  approximately 
I  Boston  University,  came  toT 


11:00  AM,[ 


}&  Office  at  John 


Hancock.  I  Ibelieves  thatl  ~l  John 

Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,  also  attended  this 
meeting. I  Texplained  the  access  programming  that  was 

proposed  at  Boston  University's  School  of  Science  and  Engineering 
and  suggested  that  John  Hancock  would  be  interested  in  several 
features  of  this  program .[  I  also  suggested  that  John 

Hancock  should  support  this  program. 


ho 
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On  June  10,  1982,  Mayor  WHITE  invitedC 


] 


I  ~1  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,  to 

attend  a  meeting  at  the  Parkman  House,  Boston,  Massachusetts. 

I also  believes  that  in  attendance  at  this  meeting  were  I  _j 


}  City  of  Boston. 


]  Boston  University,  and  [ 


It  was  during  this  meeting  thatl  I  heard 

about  a  concrete  proposal  regarding  access  programming  to  be 
created  at  Boston  University.  I  lhad  the  clear 

understanding  that  the  Boston  University  proposal  was  an  option 
that  could  be  chosen  by  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
Company.    This  BU  proposal  was  discussed  exclusively  at  this 
meeting.  , 


r 


Iwas  aware  of  the  BU  proposal  and  had  a  clear 
understanding  of  this  proposal  as  presented  by  I 
I  Ion  May  24,  1982.    Also  during  the  meeting  thatl 

had  with  I  |  he  could  not  recall  if  I  1  sent  hi»  the 

Itwi 


Ito 


] 


proposal  prior  to  that  meeting  or  broughF" 
of  the  meeting. 


Lth  him  on  the  day 
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|  Istated  that  as  a\  result  of  his  meeting  with  I  I 

he  wrore  a  letter  to  Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE  explaining  his  meeting 
with  I  las  well  as  the  presentation  of  a  proposal  by|  I 

l  lalso  explained  in  this  letter  that  John  Hancock  Mutual 

Life  Insurance  Company  was  negotiating  with  the  City  of  Boston 
regarding  alternative  commitments  and  did  not  want  to  negotiate 
with  any  other  third  parties  regarding  these  alternative 
commitments. 

Purina  his  meeting  with  I  I  felt  in  his  mind 

that|  Iwanted  to  be  part  of  the  negotiations  regarding  the 

alternative  commitment  that  was  taking  place  between  Hancock  and 
the  City'  of  Boston. 

 Again  the  reason  |~        I  came  to  Hancock  was  to  excite 

I  land  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  regarding 

the  BUi proposal.  |  Idoes  not  recall  if  any  figures  were 


mentioned  during  their  meeting.  I  I  was  looking  for  corporate 

support  and  he  I  |  led|  |bo  believe  that  support  had 

already  been .given  for  this  proposal  from  other  areas. 


I  I  also  believes  that  the  proposal  had  a  budget  figure 


attacnea  mt  he  is  not  absolutely  sure. 

he 

On  June  18,  1982,  another  letter  was  received  f roml  I  hie 

regarding  Cablsjdsiori.    As  a  result  of  this  letter,  word  went 
back  throughl__Lthat|  Jwould  not  accept  a  position  on 

the  Committee.  I  I  explained  in  depth  about  the  Committee  that 

would  be  established  regarding  Cablevision  in  the  City  of  Boston. 
This  access  program  had  emerged  as  a  development  that  was  to  take 
place  in  the  City  and  would  be  centered  at  Boston  University 1 s 
School  of  Science  and  Engineering.  |  1  was  heading  this 

access  program. 

I  |  advised  that  John  Hancock's  I  | 

I  |was  closely  associated  with  Boston  University  and  served  on 


their  Board.    He  was  also  a  strong  supporter  of  I  I  the 


I  I  stated  that  on  October  14,  1982,  there  was  a  meeting 

at  the  Parkman  House,  Boston,  Massachusetts,  and  in  attendance 
were  Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE,  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  (BRA) 
I  I    This  meeting  took  place  at 

approximately  11:30  AM. 


]  stated  that  he  believes  it. was  during  a  June,  1982 


meeting  or  an  October,  1982  meeting  at  the  Parkman  House  that 
KEVIN  WHITE  came  down  from  the  third  floor  of  the  Parkman  House 
and  exchanged  pleasantries.    In  attendance  were!"  _T  1 
l  [  and  possibly!  I   The  Mayor 
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informed  this  group  that  they  were  trying  to  gist  some  resolution 
on  the  John  Hancock  alternative  commitment.  |  "|  stated  that 

the  Mayor  was  aware  that  John  Hancock  found  the  BU  proposal 
attractive.    It  was  also  obvious  -  to  everyone  .present  that  John 
Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  felt  comfortable  with  the 
BU  proposal. 

I  1  stated  that  whatever  the  alternative  proposal  was, 

it  was  John  Hancock's  preference  to  pay  the  City  directly  and  not 
some  other  entity  such  as  BU. 

John  Hancock  was  willing  to  refurbish  Copley  Square  as  a 
second  alternative  or  to  fund  some  type  of  educational  or 
employment  program.    John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company 
was  hoping  to  pay  the  City  directly  or  make  a  payment  directly  to 
a  non-profit  entity. 

The  Mayor  then  informed  this  group  that  there  has  to  be  an 
agreement  on  what  should  be  a  satisfactory  amount  of  money.  The 
Mayor  then  explained  that  on  his  way  down  for  this  meeting,  he 
(the  Mayor)  was  wondering  what  you  fellas  (meaning  John  Hancock) 
should  do  at  which  time  he  reached  into  his  coat  or  shirt  pocket  be 
and  retrieved  a  piece  of  white  paper.    The  Mayor  then, said  he  did  b?c 
not  want  an  answer  then  but  told  I  I  to  think 

about  it  and  that  he  (the  Mayor)  had  tried  to  assess  what  is  a 
fair  price  to  put  on  John  Hancock's  obligation  to  the  City.  As 
the  Mayor  was  saying  this,  he  handed  the  white  piece  of  paper 
that  he  had  taken  from  his  shirt  or  coat  pocket  to  I  H 


I  looked  at  this  piece  of  paper  and  it  had  what  I  I 
believes  was  the  S4.0  whichl  I  took  to  be  four  million 

dollars.  I  (then  passed  this  piece  of  paper  to  I  I 

at  which  time  I  Hooked  at  the  number  and  passed  it  back  to 

the  Mayor.    Again  inl  I1  s  mind,  it  was  clear  that  the  number 

was  four  million  dollars. 

I  l's  state  of  mind  was  that  he  started  out  doing 

business  with  the  Mayor  regarding  the  Clarendon  Building  and 
during  their  meetings  J  I  went  in  with  an  open  and  fair  mind 

and  alll  Iwanted  was  to  obtain  the  best  possible 


 Jth€ 

arrangement  for  John  Hancock. |  [looked  at  Mayor  WHITE  as 

the  Head  of  a  city  agency  who  had  lived  with  John  Hancock  through 
a  very  trying '  time  when  Hancock  was  trying  to  resolve  the  glass 
problem  in  their  tower.  I  I  also  felt  that  the  other  city 

agencies  were* also  very  tolerant  with  John  Hancock. 


|  1 bel ieves  the  reason  WHITE  knew  the  BU  proposal  was 


accepcaaie  was  from  the  June  10,  1982  meeting  or  from  a 
subsequent  discussion. 
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Following  this  meeting  with  the  Mayor,[ 


walked  across  Boston  Commons  and  back  to  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life 
Insurance  Company.    While  they  walked  to  John  Hancock,  they  spoke 
about  the  technique  used  by  Mayor  WHITE  and  what  an  interesting 
guy  WHITE  was  and  how  interesting  he  (Mayor  WHITE)  was  to  do 
business  with.    On  their  walk  back  to  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life 
Insurance  Company,  they  discussed  how  they  were  going  to  handle 
the  situation.    They  decided  to  r>av  a  sum  of  4.5  million  dollars 
at  the  direction  of  the  I  I  of  John  Hancock 

Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  to  Boston  University. 

On  October  12,  1982,  the  Board  of  Directors  of  John  Hancock 
Mutual,  Life  Insurance  Company  met  and  were  brought  up  to  date  on 
what  was  happening  between  Hancock  and  the  City  of  Boston 
regarding  the  Clarendon  property.   I  I  further  advised  that 

throughout  this  whole  ordeal t  he  had  kept  the  Board  of  Directors 


apprised  of  every  situation. t 


did  no  negotiating  with  the 
Mayor  without  the  approval  of  the  Board  of  Directors,    Purina  the 


Board  meeting  of  October  12,  1982,  they  gave  the  [_____ 
I  ~H°f  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  the 

needed  discretion  to  disburse  the  necessary  money. 


] 


I  I  stated  that  the  Board  of  Directors  consisted  of  a 

number  of  individuals  who  are  trustees  with  various  universities 
and  colleges  in  the  Boston  area. 


On  October  18.  1982.  at  approximately  2:00  PM, I  I  met 

with  I  I  at  John  Hancock.  I  "I  has  no  recollection  of 

what  was  discussed  during  this  meeting.    On  December  21 


approximately  9:15  AM,[ 


lagain  met  with 


Office  at  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
believes  this  meeting  was  initiated  by  [_ 


1982,  at 
I's 


jpersuade 
informed 


Company,  r 
]in  an  attempt  to 


]to  get  the  biggest  media  hype  possible. 


Hby  doing  this,  it  would  make  [ 


]  the  magnet 


for  every  school  in  the  country  coming  to  John  Hancock  Mutual 
Life  Insurance  Company  looking  for  donations. 


I  I  advised  that  the  4.5  million  dollar  grant  to  Boston 

University  was  the  biggest  contribution  ever  made  by  John  Hancock 
Mutual  Life  Insurance  company  to  a  university.  |  | did  not 

consider  this  a  contribution  but  considered  it  an  expense. 


be 

b7C 
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I  I  also  believes  that  if  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life 

Insurance  Company  did  not  make  the  4.5  million  contribution  to 
Boston  University  and  insisted  upon  a  grant  to  the  City  or  an 
alternative  educational  program,  they  would  not  have  received  the 
City's  approval  to  allow  the  Clarendon  Building  to  remain  intact. 

It  was  on  or  about  January  13,  1983,  that  John  Hancock 
officially  furnished  Boston  University  4.5  million  dollars. 

In  the  discussions  that I  I  had  with  I  I  he 

l  l  sent  a  very  clear  signal  to  I  I  that  if  John  Hancock 

Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  made  any  type  of  grant  to  Boston 

University,  |  □wanted  it  understood  that  no  John  Hancock 

Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  Officer  or  Director  or  any 
officials  from  the  City  of  Boston  would  benefit  .from  this 
donation. 


I  believes  that  it  was  the  following  morning  after  his 
meeting  with  the  Mayor  at  the  Parkman  House  where  the  four 
million  dollar  figure  was  discussed  that  he  called  the  Mayor  at 
Boston  City  Hall  and  informed  the  Mayor  that  Hancock  had  a  number 
for  him.   I  I  told  the  Mayor  that  Hancock  had  come  up  with  a 

4.5  million  dollar  figure.    The  Mayor's  response  was  that  it  was 
a  very  impressive  surprise. 

I  I could  not  recall  if  the  City  of  Boston  approved  John 

Hancock  maintaining  the  Clarendon  Building  prior  to  or  subsequent 
to  the  4.5  million  dollar  grant  being  made  to  Boston  University. 

I  stated  that I  ~[  resides  at  I  "I 


Lane  j 


Street,  Auburn,  Massachusetts  01501,  and[ 

I  [  John  Hancock,  are 

presently  at  the  Hancock  Tower. 

I  Iwas  served  a  copy  of  a  Federal  Grand  Jury  subpoena  hs 

for  the  District  of  Massachusetts  dated  September  12,  1986.    This  be 

subpoena  commandedl  ito  appear  before  a  Federal  Grand  Jury  *>ic 

at  Boston,  Massachusetts,  on  September  24,  1986. 


resides  at I  T 
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Memorandum 


To      :     SAC,  BOSTON  (194C-450)    (P)  D»te  2/6/87 

From  :     SA|  fC-1) 

Subjttt:    KEVIN  H .  , 
^FORMER  MAYOR, 
ETY  OF  BOSTON; 
IRRUPTION  WITHIN  THE 
)STON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 
HOBBS  ACT  -  CPO; 
EXTORTION;  MAIL  FRAUD; 
00: BOSTON 

On  1/22/87  and  again  on  2/3/87,  AUSAl  I 

advised  that  she  has  not  had  an  opportunity  to  review  the  

detailed ■.FD-O 02  of  |  _  | 

I  ~~1  Jonn  HancocK  Mutual  Life  insurance  company, 

Boston,  Massachusetts. 

LEAD 

BOSTON  AT  BOSTON.  MASSACHUSETTS 

Will  maintain  contact  with  AUSA I  Ire 
prosecutive  opinion  re  subject  matter. 


JJL/dac 


b6  i. 
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SERIALIZED 

FEB   6  1987 


Mr1 


Memorandum 


To     :    SAC,  BOSTON  (194C-450)  (P) 


D»t«  3/16/87 


From 


Subject: 


SA 


](C-1) 


[.  \ln 


.fo: 
00: 


KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 
FORMER  MAYOR, 
ITY  OF  BOSTON; 
ERUPTION  WITHIN  THE  BOSTON- 
REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY; 
HOBBS  ACT  -  CPO; 
EXTORTION; 
MAIL  FRAUD; 
00: BOSTON 


On  2/19/87,  AUSAl  ~ 
not  had  an  opportunity  to  revifitt  

John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company/  Boston, 
Massachusetts. 


^advised  that  she  has 
ailed  FD-302  regarding 


[ 


AUSA I  ladvised  that  she  was  told  by  former  AUSA 

]  that  he  I  I  did  not  think  there  was  any  federal 


violation  regarding  this  matter. 


SA[ 


Is  assessmen 
regarding  I 


informed  AUSAl      ~lthat  he  disagreed  with 
:  and  requested  her  to  review  the  FD-302 
and  render  an  opinion. 


BOSTON 


AT  BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS 


Will  maintain  contact  with  AUSA  [ 


prosecutive  opinion  regarding  captioned  matter. 


]re 
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2/Boston  (194C-450) 
JL/dac 


SEARCHED  IMOEKJC  ^  

MAR  1  8  W 


Memorandum 


To      :    SAC,  BOSTON  (194C-450)    (P)  D»t«  5/6/87 

From   :     SA  [C-l) 


Subject:     KEVIN  H.  ^HITE, 
FORMER  MAYOR, 
CITY  OF  BOSTON; 
YjORRUPTION  WITHIN  THE 
BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY; 
HOBBS  ACT  -  CPO; 
EXTORTION;  MAIL  FRAUD; 
00: BOSTON 

On  3/15/87,  aits  A 1  1  Boston,  Massachus§fc£§L«_ 

advised  that  she  has  reviewed  the  detailed  FD-302  regarding  I  I 

I  I  John 

Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,  Boston,  Massachusetts,  and 
does  not  believe  any  federal  violation  has  occurred; 

AUSA I     "   I  advised  that  before  she  declines  prosecution 
^  in  this  matter,  she  would  like  to  confer  with  former  AUSAl  I 

LEAD 

BOSTON  AT  BOSTON.  MASSACHUSETTS 


Will  maintain  contact  with  AUSA[ 


prosecutive  opinion  regarding  captioned  matter. 


re 


\ 


h6 
hlC 


LAWRENCE ;  EAGLE-TRIBUNE^  TUESDAY,1  MAY  29, 1990 


!  Kevin  White 
i  admits  to  old 
|  allegations 


!     BOSTON  (AP);—  Former  May- 
or Kevin*  H,  White  has  acknowl- 
I  edged,  what  prosecutors  *  couldn't  - 
i  prove  almost  a  decade  ago  ~- that  M 
a  planned  birthday  party;  for  his( 
wife  was  a  scheme  to  put  money  in 
hispkxrket. 

In  an  interview  Sunday  on 
WHDH-TV,  Mr. f  White  said  the' 
party  "was  air  idea  artifidally;; 
hatched  to  make  up  for  a  problem,  ^ 
The  problem  was  I  fcould  barely 
survive  on  my  salary."  But  he  said  ? 
establishing  the  fund  was  not  "tob* 
proper.  ■  ■  * 

After  a  great  deal  of  publicity, 
the  1981  party  was  canceled  and1 
about  $122,000  in  donations  was  re- 
turned. At  the  time,  Mr,  White  an- 
grily denied  allegations  of  corrup- 
tion, no  evidence  was  produced  to 
link  him  to  organizing  the  party 
and  no  charges  were  filed. 

Mr.  White  did  not  seek  re-elec- 
tion in  1983  after  16  years  as  may-  . 
or/He  now  teaches  at  Boston  Uni- 
versity. , 

The  State  Ethics  Commission 
.and  the  U.S.  Justice  Department 
1  looked  into  the  birthday  party  for 
Mr.  White's  wife,  Kathryn,  in  an 
attempt  to  prove  it  was  a  scheme 
to  put  money  in  Mr,  White's  per1- 
sbnal  account. 

The  commission  censured  Mr- 
White  for  conflict  of  interest  by  us- 
)  ing  his  office  to  gain  unwarranted 
-  privileges.  The  two  investigations  ! 
i  are  closed. 
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March  16,  1982 


Memorandum  to: 


n 

Re:    Meeting  with .Mayor  White  - 
March  22,  1982 


7 


Listed  below  Is  a  chronology  relating  to  our  negotiations  with  the  City 
towards  a  retention  and  rehabilitation  of  the  Clarendon  Building: 


1. 


3. 


5. 


October  10,  1979  - 
with  the  [ 


(Meredith  &  Grew)  met 


______  *or  the  purpose  of  requesting  that  John 

Hancock  be  allowed  to  reassess  the  use  of  the  Clarendon  Building. 
The |  1 indicated  he  and  his  staff  would  take  the  request 


under  advisement. 


2.    December  1979  -f 


BRA  through  [ 


]  received  a  verbal  indication  from  the 


that  the  City  would  not  object  to  John  Hancock 


reassessing  the  use  of  the  Clarendon  parcel. 

June  9,  1980  -  The  Director's  Building  Committee  approved  the  ver- 
tical scheme  of  rehabilitation  for  the  Clarendon  Building  and 
authorized  the  appropriate  Company  officials  to  make  a  proposal  to 
the  City.    This  scheme  involved  a  capital  outlay  of  approximately 
twenty  two  million  dollars  and  provided  approximately  200,000  sq.  ft. 
of  Class  A  office  space  and  200,000, sq.  ft.  for  John  Hancock  adminis- 
trative use. 


b6 
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4.    July  1980  - 


]  met  with  Mayor  White  and 


]  The  Mayor  indicated1  he  did  not  object  to  John  Hancock 


presenting  a  new  proposal  on  the  Clarendon  parcel  but  made  it  quite 
clear  that  such  a  proposal  roust  include  some  sort  of  a  cotomittment  to 
the  City. 

August  12,  1980  -  The>formal  presentation  to  the  BRA  was  given  by 

I  (Meredith  &  Grew)  and  I  land 
l(Jung  Brannen  Assoc.).    Proposal  included  approximately 


.10,000  sq.  ft.  on  1st  floor  for  public  use. 


1 

Memorandum  to:  L 


]--2 


March  16,  1982 


8. 


9. 


6.    October  1980  -  Throughl  I  Indicated  the  deal 

could  probably  be  made  if  we  would  rent  175,000  sq.  ft.  of  Clarendon 
Building  to  the  City  for  use  by  various  departments  of  the  City 
Administration. 


7.    January  1981  -[ 


]met  with 


and  informed  him 


that  John  Hancock  did  not  wish  to  lease  Clarendon  Building  space  to 
the  City. 


October  29,  1981  -  At  the  Mayor's  request,  |     I  aet 

with  the  Mayor.    At  this  meeting,  the  Mayor  indicated  that  many  tftings 
had  changed  in  the  City  and  he  thought  that  within  30  to  40  days  the  City 
would  be  able  to  give  John  Hancock  a  decision  on  the  Clarendon  Building 
proposal. 


]met  witlf 


November  17,  198,  

At  this  meeting, |         proposed  that  John  Hancock  make  a  contribution 
which  would  be  used  to  finance  a  public  improvement  such  as  a  redesign 
of  Copley  Plaza.    We  indicated  that  such  a  committment  would  be  prefer- 
able to  providing  space  in  the  Clarendon  Building  as  long  as  the  price 
tag  was  not  unreasonable. 


] 


10.    January,  1982  -[ 


if  Hancock  would  buy  L 


1called[ 


]and  indicated  that 
]  in  Tent  City  and  donate 


this  land  to  the  City  a  deal  could  probably  be  made  on  the  Clarendon 
Building.    Once  again,  he  was  told  that  such  a  deal  would  hinge  on  the 
price  tag. 


11.    February  1982  -  [ 


^called  and  indicated  the  price  tag  on 


Tent  City  to  be  somewhere  between  $1.5  million  and  $4.4  million. 

indicated  the  price  was  too  high  and  asked  if  he  could  find 


other  interested  parties  to  share  the  cost.  |        | said  he  would  talk 
to  the  Copley  Place  developer. 

You  may  recall  that  in  1979  we  received  an  estimate  of  $10.5  million  to  comply 
with  the  existing  zoning  controls.    Both  the  Mayor  and|        |are  aware  of  this 
number.    If  you  need  any  further  detail  or  backup,  please  give  me  a  call. 
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U.S.  Department  of  Justice 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 


In  R«ply,  PU«i«  R«f«r  to 

FiUNo'  194C-420 


John  F.  Kenendy  Federal  Building 

Government  Center 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02203 


Date 


September  17,  1986 


New  England  Telephone  Company 
Security  Division. 
313  Congress  Street 
Third,  Floor 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02210 


Dear 


In  connection  with  an  official  investigation  being  conducted, 
it  is  requested  that  your  office  make  available  to  this  office  any 
information  concerning  the  identity  of  the  subscriber  to  the  noh- 
rpublished  telephone  number  or  numbers  listed  below. 

>   Please  reply  to  the  attention  of  Squad  C-l. 

A  self-addressed  envelope* is  enclosed  for  your  convenience. 

Your  cooperation  in  this  matter  is  greatly  appreciated. 

Very  truly  yours,, 


^JAMES  W.  GREENLEAF  ' 
Special  Agent  in  Charge 
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AIRTEL  11/7/86 


TO         :    SAC,  MIAMI 

FROM.      :    SAC,  BOSTON  (194C-450) 

SUBJECT:    KEVIN  H..TJHITE, 
FORMER  MAYOR, 
CITY  OF  BOSTON; 
CORRUPTION  WITHIN  THE  BOSTON 
REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY; 
HOBBS  ACT  -  CPO; 
EXTORTION  -  MAIL  FRAUD 

Enclosed,  for  the  Miami  Division  are.  the  original  and 
one  copy  of  a  Federal  Grand  Jury  subpoena  from  the  District  of 

Massachusetts.  Boston.  Massachusetts,  Thft  siihttoarta  *g  fr>  Ho 

served  onl  |_ 


Boston  is  currently  conducting  a  corruption 
investigation  regarding  I  Idealincrs  with  the 

Boston  Redevelopment  Authority,  Boston  City  Hall,  Boston, 
Massachusetts. 


b3 
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MIAMI 


AT  BOCA  RATON.  FLORIDA 

Will  serve  enclosed  subpoena. 


2-Miami  (Ends.) 
Z-Boston 
xfJL/dac 
(4) 
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of  Boston  University,  JofmR.  SiU&rhas 


.  '0tramfomedt^mtUutimrre-mamiff 

it  iii  his  om  image  and  fueling 
UwUhhisotmmoralfervor 

lrilosopk  pow-d:  and 


ByReneeLoth 


warm  Thtirsday  this  fall,  Boston  University  presi- 
■■fli-yilfc  dent/John  R., Silber visited Ka  group  of  workmen 
unloading  some  of  :the  125  young  ttrees  he  .had  ordered  to  grace  BU's  new 
science  and  .  engineering  center,  ,  which , is  vnearing  completion  along  Common- 
wealth Avenue  and  Giinrniington-StreetL^^ 

was  not  a  happy  man.  "I  have.prepared'a  severalfpage  essay  on  how  I  want  those 
trees,"  Silber  said,-taking  up  a  felt-tip  pen  and  sketching  vigorously.  The  prob- 
lem, heexplained,. is  that'the  root  balls  on  the'tfees  had  been  sliced  at  amangle, 
so  they  were  shaped  like  the  letter  V„when'Silber  had  specifically  requested  that 
:the  rootballs  be  shaped  like  the  letter  U.  Otherwise,  he  said,  there  aren't  enough 
roots/to  sustain  trees  of  that, diameter; .Listening  to  Silber,  you  just  knew  he 
wanted  to  send  the  trees  back.  He  settled  for  renegotiating  the  university's 
contract  with  the  nursery,  to  hold  the  nursery  responsible  for  replacing  the  trees 
if  any  of  them  died. 

rjohn  Silber  runs  a-university  with  '27,500  students,  6,400  employees,  234 
;bujldings,  and'a  $373  million  budget,  but  it  is  not  surprising  to  find  him  worrying 
about;the  fate.  of.  a^few;  saplings.  For  15  turbulent  years  the  disputatious  Texan,. 
;now  60  years  old,  has  run  Boston  University  with  such  authoritative  control:and 
to -such  exacting  personal  standards  that  to  caU  hini  "president"  approaches 
tautology:  After  so  many  years,  John  Silber  has  become  the  very  definition  xi 
Boston  University.  When  the  man  and  the  institution  are  one,  no  detail  is ;  too 
small  for  personal  supervision.  Those  trees  are  going  to  meet  the  most  rigorous 
standards,  because  if  they  fail,.in  a  sinall  sense  Silber  too  will  have  failed,  and 
John  Silber  is  a  man  who  brooks  failure  with  about  as  much  grace  and  equanimity 
as  a  bridledtonco^:   '  Continued. 


Siiber 

CONTINUED  FROM  PAGE  U 


rightly,  there  are  . at  least  six 
books  every  educated  person 
ought  to  have  read  (Plato's  Re- 
bublic,  Plutarch's  Parallel 
Lives,  the  Mad,  the  Odyssey, 
and  parts  of  the  , New  and  Old 
.  Testaments),  and  he  is  planning 
a  university-wide  curriculum  re- 
form to  ensure  those  books  are 
added  to  the  intellectual  cfiet  of 
most  every  student  at  Boston 
University* 

N.  In  each  of  these  endeavors, 
Siiber  is  guided  by  his  vision  of 
*  excellence.  In  his  view,  tenure, 
j  unionization,  standardized  sala- 
( ries,  and  lax  curriculum  require- 
»ments  all  destroy  excellence  by 
t  blurring  the  differences  among 
|  good,  better,  and  best.  Asi 
;  Siiber  sees  it  —  and  this  is  at 
the  center  of  the  public  debate 
t  about  his  leadership — a  uni- 
Iversity  is  not  a 'society  of 
i  equals.  People  simply  are  first-, 
♦rate,  second-rate,  or  third-rate. 
iOn  the  occasions  when  he  has 
•intervened  to  oppose  a  faculty 
.recommendation  for  tenure,  or 
I  to  raise  the  salary  of  one  faculty 
<  member  above  all  the  rest, 
♦Siiber  says  he  has  been  fighting 


second-rate  people  who  are  / 
afraid  of  the  first-raters,  "In  or- 
der to  create  excellence/' 
Siiber  says,  "one  has  to  break 
that  stranglehold  that  the  sec- 
ond-rater would  impose  on  a 
program  to  resist  its  improve- 
ment" 

Silber's  view  of  Boston 
University  as  a  pure  meri-  . 
tocracy  conflicts  with  the 
equally  passionate  view  that  a 
university  should  be  a  democra- 
cy—  an  institutional  reflection 
of  American  society  as  a  whole. 
At  Boston  University,  excel- 
lence has  sometimes  been  pur- 
sued at  the  expense  of  free  ex- 
pression or  majority  rule.  Ron- 
nie Dugger,  publisher  of  the  Et- 
erary  and  political  journal  Texas 
Observer,  was  a  student  at  the 
University  of  Texas  in  Austin,  ; 
where  Siiber  taught  philosophy 
—  specializing  in  the  19th-cen- 
tury German  philosopher  Im- 
manuel  Kant  —  and  later  was 
dean  of  the  College  of  Arts  and 
Sciences,  Dugger  grew  dose  to 
Siiber  while  working  on  a  book 
about  Saber's  three  years  (from 
1967  to  1970)  as  dean.  He 
thinks  the  resistance  to  Saber's 
administrative  style,  the  tur- 
moil and  vitriol  that  has  attend-  , 
ed  Saber  at  both  BU  and  the 


It  k  difficult  to  overstate  the 
reverence  with  which  Silber 
holds  the  ideal  of  excel- 
lence, or  the  lengths  to  which 
he'll  go  to  achieve  it.  In  'The 
Flight  from  Excellence"  Silber 
writes  that  modern  man,  espe- 
cially in  a  democracy,  tends  to 
lose  sight  of  the  afterlife,  be- 
cause democratic  freedoms  en- 
courage us  to  improve  our  Eves 
here  on  Earth.  In  such  a  world, 
Silber  writes,  the  pursuit  of  ex- 
cellence takes  on  a  nearly  reli- 
gious quality:  It  can  provide  a 
vision,  a  "transcendent"  goal 
that  gives  meaning  to  life. 
Silber  likens  this  to  "a  secular 
kingdom  of  God"  The  apothe- 
osis of  excellence  drives  Silber 
to  his  many  achievements  "at 
BU,  but  it  also  provides  him  a 
peculiar  kind  of  license  to  belit- 
tle and  reject  whatever  he  feds 
does  not  advance  the  cause. 
When  excellence  is  exalted,  me- 
diocrity is  not  just  boring;  it  is 
immoral. 

Saber's  critics  claim  that  he 
has  quashed  dissent  at  Boston 
University,  using  "excellence" 
as  a  club  to  eliminate  those  who 
dare  oppose  him.  They  believe 
Silber  has  created  not  a  meri- 
tocracy but  a  ministry  of  fear  at 
BU  that  is  inimical  to  academic 
freedom.  Even  Arrowsmith 
(who  taught  at  BU  for  six  years 
and  will  be  returning  next  se- 
mester after  a  sojourn  at  Emory 
University  in  Atlanta)  describes 
the  atmopshere  at  BU,  particu- 
larly during  the  faculty  union 
fight,  as  "Moody  ugjy  . . .  anti- 
academic  in  the  extreme." 

Ronnie  Dugger,  whom 
Silber  calls  a  friend,  thinks 
Silber  functions  best  when  he  is 
among  his  political  and  intellec- 
tual peers,  but  that  he  is  con- 
tentious and  intimidating  when 
he  is  among  people  who  are  at 
his  mercy  professionally.  "He's 
deep,  and  he's  driven,  and  he's 
a  very  useful  citizen  unless 
you're  under  him  in  a  hierarchi- 
cal structure,"  Dugger  says.  "If 


you're  under  him  you'd  either 
have  to  have  a  very  close  rela- 
tionship with  Km  or  be  pre- 
pared to  fight.  And  if  you're  not 
prepared  to  fight  you  might  be 
eliminated."  Zinn  —  who  says 
he  has  had  merit  raises  repeat^ 
edly  blocked  by  the  administra- 
tion and  whose  requests  for  a 
teaching  assistant  have  gone 
unanswered  despite  his  teach- 
ing classes  of  300  students  — 
puts  life  under  Silber  even  more 
succinctly:  "It's  not  a  happy 
place  to  be  unless  you're  a  very 
strong  person." 

None  of  this  is  news,  really. 
Sifter's  personal  style  —  his 
provocative,  outrageous  state- 
ments, his  sarcasm,  his  belliger- 
ence masquerading  as  philo- 
sophical inquiry,  his  deEght  in 
skewering  sacred  cows  of  all 
persuasions  —  has  been  cov- 
ered exhaustively  in  newspaper 
articles,  and  on  national  televi- 
sion. We  were  told  nearly  a  dec- 
ade ago*-in  Nora  Ephron's  fam- 
ous 1977  article  in  Esquire 
magazine,  that  John  Silber  is 
"the  meanest  SOB  on  campus." 
But  all  the  attention  has  also 
helped  make  him  one  of  the 
most  influential  SOBs  in  the 
country.  Silber,  says  another 
professor  who  has  tussled  with 
him  often,  "has  an  ability  to 
make  his  agenda  everyone's 
agenda.  There  are  people  at  the 
university  who  are  still  ob- 
sessed with  getting  rid  of  him, 
and  that's  a  kind  of  crariness 


John  Robert  Silber  was  born 
in  San  Antonio,  Texas,  one 
of  four  children  of  an  archi- 
tect who  fell  on  hard  times  dur- 
ing the  Depression.  Silber  is 
from  a  large,  devout  family  that 
settled  amid  a  community  of 
German  intellectuals  in  Texas 
who  had  fled  to  America  cb^n- 
a  brief  proletarian  revolutR, 
1848  (his  own  father  arrived  v 
America  in  1904).  Growing  up1 
in  San  Antonio  during  the  D 


intelligent  boy,  and  it  was  especially 
hard  on  young  Silber,  whose  right  arm, 
deformed  since  birth,  ends  in  a  stump 
just  above  the  elbow.  "Kids  were  not 
tolerant  of  handicaps  in  those  days," 
says  SieVs-friend  Arrowsmith.  "John 


The  instinct  to  fight  evidently  has 
never  left  Silber,  Arrowsmith  remem- 
bers  being  among  friends  at  Sifter's 
summer  home  in  Lincoln,  Vermont,  long 
after  Silber  had  become  president  of 
Boston  University' and  presumably  no 
longer  needed  to  scrap  for  his  dignity.  In 
the  afternoons  the  men'  would  rough- 
house  good-naturedly,  They  might  begin 


a  tackle  would  become  a  tussle,  and  sud- 
denly "you  knew  with  John  that  he  was 
going  to  try  and  B  you,"  Arrowsmith 
says.  "It  wasn't  play.  Suddenly  he'd  grab 
you  by  the  throat,  and  he  was  going  to 
strangle  you  to  death.  He  has  an  instinct 
for  the  Jugular,  andhe  goesall  the  way." 

Silber  does  not  want  to  say  his  family 
was  poor  when  he  was  a  child;  lots  of 
self-reliance  and  aggressive  bootstrap* 
ping,  he  says,  made  it  possible  for  his 
father  to  support  a  family  of  six  on  $810 
a  year.  The  clothes  were  homemade, 
and  the  food  had  been  canned  and  pre- 
served the.  season  before,  but"  "people 
lived  and  bathed  regularly,  were  dean, 
were  disciplined,  lived  reasonably  well" 
People  on  welfare  today,  Silber  says,  are 
in 


his  family  lived,  and  yet  they  consider 
themselves  impoverished.  "People  today 
are  just  not  willing  to  work  as  hard  as 
they  were  willing  to  work  in  the  '30s," 
Sflter  says.  The  reason?  "luxury  de- 
stroys." 


IMMFressbMutiotal 


talent.  Adversity  develops  virtue." 
Silber  is  proud  to  have  faced  adversity  at 
a  very  young  age  and  triumphed  over  it 
By  contrast,  he  believes  students  today 
are  from  a  "pampered  generation'' 
(sometimes  he  calls  it  an' "ill-bred"  gen- 


some  students  can't  keep  up.  "It's  our 
job  [at  a  university]  to  define  a  contrived 
experience  of  adversity  that  is  construc- 
tive in  the  development  of  personality, 
in  the  development  of  mental  ability,  in 
the  development  of  discipline "  he  says. 
And  what  of  those  who  do  not  blossom 
under  such  conditions?  "If  anybody  finds 
that  freshman  year  here  at  Boston  Uni- 
versity is  too  much  adversity,  they  quite 
clearly  are  not  prepared  for  college." 

In  fact,  Silber  thinks  lenient  teachers 
do  a  disservice  to  their  students  by  giv- 
ing them  false  hope.  When  Silber  was 
about  12  years  old,  he  says,  his  dass  was 
involved  in  a  project  called  ^occupa- 
tions." Each  student  was  to  write  an  es- 
say on  what  he  wanted  to  be  when  he 
grew  up.  Silber  at  the  time  wanted  to  be 
a  veterinarian.  He  interviewed  veterifr 
arians  to  see  what  the  job  was  like.  He 


Silber  tot  year  at  a  350th  anniversary 
ceremony  for  Boston  latin  School.  His 
address  was  "In  Praise  of  Excellence." 


working  on  a  cow  ai 
He  was  very  proud  of  his  essay,  but  as 
the  teacher  was  reading  it  to  herself  in 
the  classroom,  she  began  roaring  with 


"All  of.  the  kids  looked  up,"  Silber 
recalls,  '{The  teacher)  said,  'You  know 
what  I  am  doing?  I  am  reading  the  occu- 
pation theme  of  one  John  Silber.  You 
know  what  he's  going  to  be  'when  he 
grows  up?*  And  everybody  saM,  JNo, 
what'1  'He's  going  to  be  a  veterinarian. 
Let  me  correct  myself.  He  thinks  he's 
going  to  be  a  veterinarian.  John  Silber,  I 
want  to  tettyou  something.  You  aren't 
going  to  be  a  veterinarian.'  And  then  she 


throws  her  head  back  and  roars  with 


ex- 
perience crushing.  The  teacher  ex- 
plained to  him  that  he  was  physically 
very  slight  and  that  farm  animals  are 
very  big.  Veterinarians  we're  simply 
much  bigger  and  much  stronger  than 
Silber  would  ever  be.  "She  probably  had 
in  mind,  'You've  also  got  one  arm,  kid, 


She  didn't  say  that,  but  she  could  have, 


they  don't  do  you  any  good,  because  one 
of  the  most  important  aspects  of  educa- 
tion is  self-discovery." 

Silber's  discoveries  early  oh  that  he 
was  not  going  to  be  a  veterinarian,  that 
he  would  never  play  the  violin,  would 
never  be !a  basketball  star,  inform  his  po- 
litical positions  "today,  especially  when 
filtered  through  his  reverence  for  excel- 
lence. Silber  opposes  affirmative  action 
quotas  in  hiring  and  admissions,  not  be1 
cause  he  worries  about  their  effect  on 
the  seniority  system  or  even  their  cost, 
but  because  he  believes  they  muddy  the 
pool  of  excellence.  "All  people  do  not 
have  a  right  to  a  [higher}  education,"  he 
says.  "If  you  legislate  that  right  you  will 
legislate  achievement  down  to  tie  low- 
est common  denominator.  You  will  have 
to  cut  idk>wn  expectations  that  go  with  a 
college  degree  to  the  point  where . . . 
any  stumbling  moron  qualifies  for  a 
.  Continued  on  pagt  49* 
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PhD/'  Silber  goes  so  far  as  to 
call  the  notion  of  quotas  "sacri- 
legious." He  believes  that  God 
created  aH  men  unequal  (what 
better  proof  than  his  own  im- 
pairment?), so  trying  to  legs- 
late  equality  is  "morally 
wrong/ V  because  *  it  opposes 
God's  will. 

When  Silber  was  a 
child,  long  before  he 
became  interested  in 
the  philosophy  of  logic  or  Kant-; 
ian  reason,  he  wasengagedin 
lively  arguments  every  day  with 
his  brother,  Paul,  and  his  fa- 
ther. The  three  men  in  the  fam- 
ily, would  sit  at  the  dinner  table 
and  debate  issues  of  politics  — 
who  had  caused  the  First  World 
War,- was  Roosevelt  better  than 
Hoover  —  and,  Silber  says, 
"we  would  sit  there  and  eat  and 
enjoy  ourselves  while  we  were 
just  arguing  furiously/'  Ronnie 
Dugger  refers  to  these  family 
discussions  as  "murderous  dis- 
course completely  enswathed 
by  love." 

Years  later,  when  Silber  be- 
came a  professor  of  philosophy 
at  the  University  of  Texas,  his 
memories  of  those  family  de- 
bates were  so  fond  that  "I  just 
took  for  granted  that  everyone 
enjoys *a  good  argument." 
Silber  is  a  brilliant  debater:  He 
can  take  an  idea  and  aim  it  like 
a  gun/In  his  classes,  Silber  em- 
ployed the  Socratic  method  of 
teaching,  a  method  that  ad- 
vances one's  argument  through 
a  series  of  questions  fired  at  the 
opponent  "My  classes  were 
real  Socratic  encounters;  you 
know,  put  a  question  to  them 
and  then  you  yrould  drive 
them,' '  Silber  says.  It  never  oc- 
curred to  Silber  that  some  stu- 
dents might  have  found  this 
method  rattling  or  intimidating. 


"These  were  really  exciting 
classes,  and  kids  loved  to  come 
4o  them,  and  they  would  get  in 
there  for  the  fray/' 

One  student  who  enjoyed 
the  fray  in  Silber*s  classes  was 
William  Bennett,  who  is  today 
the  secretary  of'  education  in 
the  Reagan  administration.  "It 
wasn't  intimidating;  it  was 
quickening,"  he  says  of  Saber's 
method-  "Silber  is  frank  and 
manly  and  direct  There  is  not 
enough  of  that  these  days.  He 
believes  human  beings  should 
be  spoken  to  as  if  they  were  hu- 
man beings,  not  as  if  they  were 
flowers/' 

To  this  day,  Silber  says,  he 
finds  it  hard  to  believe  that  peo- 
ple are  intimidated  by  him.  This 
"is  not  because  he  thinks  he's  a 
cream  puff.  On  the  contrary: 
Silber  says  he  simply  has  no  ref- 
erence from  which  to  under- 
stand intimidation,  because  — 
and  he  says 'this  unequivocally 
—  "I  have  never  been  intimi- 
dated by  someone  since  I've 
been  grown.  I  just  don't  Jcnow 
what  it  is  Eke/'  Such  a  state- 
ment may  strain  credulity,  but 
Silber  attributes  his  mettle  to 
"being  reared  with  some  ,  high 
religion"  back  in  Texas,  The 
way  Silber  was  brought  up/he 
says,  God  was  something  to  be 
feared,  but-  people  weren't 
"People  are  just  people." 

Sflber's  religious  upbringing 
'Stuck  with  him  through  college: 
He  attended  Trinity  College  in 
San  Antonio,  and  Yale  Divinity 
School,  thinking  about  becom- 
ing a  minister.  But  somewhere 
along  the  way  Silber  turned 
from  theology  to  philosophy  — 
the  love  of  knowledge.  In  phi- 
losophy Silber  found  the  same 
disdplined/  logical  thinking  that 
had  challenged  him  as  a  chikL  In 
Immanuel  Kant  —  the  18th- 
century  German  philosopher 
who  has  been  the  subject  of 
Sflber's  scholarly  writings  ever 
since  graduate  school  —  he 
found  a  moral  and  logical  abso- 


oping  his  own  power  base,  that 
he  might  even  run  for  political 
office.  Silber,  himself  an  active 
Texas  Democrat,  had  worked 
with  Safgait  Shriyer  in  John 

veldp  the  national  Head' Start1 
program  in  the  early  1960s.1  He: 
was  chairman  of  a  statewide 
committee  to  abolish  the  deatii^ 
penalty,  and  he  earned  points 
among  integratiomsts  for  stand- 
ing in  defense  of  a  young  black 
woman's  right  to  pjay  the  lead 
in  the  school  opera;  Erwin  en- 
gaged Silber  in  a  vicious  power 
struggle  by  manipulating  Silber 
mtoakindofproxy'battlewith 
the  university  present.  The 
details  of  the  battle  -  over 
whether  to  cap  enrollment  or  to 
expand — are  relatively  unim-; 
portant  now.  Silber  knew  what 
was  happening,  but  he  was 
powerless  to  stop  it.  In  July 
1970,  with  five  of  Erwin's  nine 
regents  agreeing;  Silber  was. 
fired  as  dean. 


Silber's  experience  with 
Erwin  didn't  stop  him 
from  engaging  in  tkcht- 
pditikm  he came ito  Boston, 
however.  From  tlie  kaft  Sflber 
•  developed  agood  worldiig  rela- 
'tionship  with  Boston's -mayor, 
Kevin  White;  he  contributed 
$1,000  (the  Iegalmaxifflum);tO; 
White's  1979.  campaign,  and' 
Wt&wle,Ka^ 
suiting  work  briefly  for  the  uni- 
versity. This  relationship 
smoothed  Silber's  path  as  he 
pursued  BU's  manifest  destiny: 
the  acquisition  of  123  city  prop- 
erties over  15  years,  mostly  be- 
tween Kenmore  Square  and  the 
university's  west  campus  at 
Babcock  Street.  Silber  annexed 
what  he  calls  the  .''derelict" 
neighborhoods  around  Kenmore 
Square  and  Audubon  Circle  in 
order  to  create  a  "physically  co- 
herent" campus,  and  the  Bos- 
ton Redevelopment  Authority 
under.  White  was  remarkably 
patient  with  Silber's  failure  to 


produce  a  promised  "master 
plan"  for  student  housing  ex- 
pansion despite  howls  from 
neighborhood  groups  worried 
about  being  displaMbyBU, 

After  WMtedroppedoutiof; 
politics  in  May  1983,-SiIber 
hired  him  f  atrreporteH'sala- 
lytf  roughly  $100,000  -  to : 
teach  ia  the  College  of  (^numi< 
mcation.  Hie  appdintinent  got 
Sflber  invited  to  appear  before 
the  federal  grand  jury  still  in- 
vestigating White's  administra- 
tion. The  grand  jury,  Silber 
says,  wanted  to  question  him 
about  a  $4.5  million  gift^the 
John  Hancock  insurance  com- 
pany t  whose  chairman,  Ger- 
hard Bleickeh,  was  also  vice 
chairman  of  BU's  board  of 
trustees  -  gave  BU  in  1983 
for  its  new  science  and  engi- 
neering center.  Was  there  a 
connection,  the  grand  jury 
wanted  to  know,  between  the 
gift  and  a  favor  the  White  ad- 
ministration had  granted  Han- 


cod  years  before  by  allowing 
Hancock  to  bid  its  famous 
glass  skyscraper  in  the  Back 
Bay  without  raaiig  its  ok)  Qaor- 
'endori  Street  biding  to  create 
'Corresponding  amount  of  op 
;  space?  Was  there  a  connection 
"between  the  gift  and  White's 
'appointment? 

Sijkr  says  the  $4.5  mfflion ' 
'  gift  was  just  a  form  of  "linkage"- 
payment  from  Hancock  to  the 
city.  "The  City  quite  reasonably' 
expected  a  contribution  in  ex- 
change for  the  advantage  grant* 
ed  to  the  company  by  the  City," 
Silber  wrote- in  a  letter  to  the 
student  newspaper,  The  My 
Free  Prm.lt  may  appear  odd 
that  a  gift  to  a  private,  tax- 
exempt  university  would  be  an 
acceptable  linkage  payment  to 
the  city,  but  Silber  Jas >a  ready 
explanation:  BU,  he  says,  is  a 
"  Victim"  of  Boston's  decision, 
niore  than  two  decades  ago,  toj 
redevelop  seedy  old  Scollay 
Square,  which  Silber  says 


forced  tlie  detritus  of  that  area 
into  Kenmore  Square,  contrib- 1 
uting  to  its  deterioration  as  a£ 
neighborhood.  It  is  only  just  ™ 
.Silber  says,  that  the  city  should 
compensate  BU  for  the  damage 
it  did  to  "the  entrance"  of  its 
campus.  The  contribution  tp 
the  science  and  engineering 
center  will  go  a  long  way  to- 
ward renewing  Kenmore 
Square,  Silber  says,  thus  satis-' 
tying  the  city's  "obligation'' to 
the  Boston  University  commu- 
nity. As  for  the  White  appoint- 
ment, Silber  says  that  the  Han- 
cockgift  came  in  January  1983, 
five  months  before  White  an- 
nounced he  was  not  seeking  an- 
other term  m  office,  so  there 
could  not  have  been  a  quid  pro  J| 
quo  at  the  time.  w 

This  kind  of  rationalization, 
Dugger  says,  is  a  perfect  exam- 
ple of  how  Sflber  the  politician 
may  conflict  with  Silber  the  phi- 
losopher. "Are  we  to  apply  the 
same  standards  of  conduct  we< 


* 


get. from  his  deification  of  the. 
fpursuit  of  excellence  to  his 
standards  in  hiring  Kevin 
White?/ No.  \You  see,  there^is 
'something  very  complex  going 
6n  here,  someone  operating  in 
three  different  realms  knowing* 

iy/<  i 

Inthe-fafl,ofl970f.Sflber,. 
out  of  a  job  but  under  con- 
sideration at  several  institu- 
tions, arrived  at  Boston  Univer- 
sity for  an  interview  *by.  a  21- 
mepber  search  committee* of 
students,  faculty,  and  trustees. , 
From  the  start,  heled  no  one  to 
believe  that  his  would  be  a, 
im^ntenance  administration.  In* 
:  his*  discussions  i with  *  the  com-  * 
fJriittee  he.reiwrtedtywas  cat©-, 
tic^  sarcastic,  .scornful  of  the  . 
university;  but  atssured  and  per- 
suasive about  where  he  wanted  I 
it  "to  ;go.  *  Other,  quididates  for 
the, presidency,  ^committee 
tmember  Nancy, ^Faries? said; 
;wheh*she  castiher  vote v for" 
Sfflber,  '/will  lead  us  slowly  and1 
^-carefully  wherever  we  have  to 
go,  Dr.  Sflber  will;pick  us  up; 
aoi  throw  us,  and  I'm  afraid  we 
need  to  be^picked  up  and* 
thrown." 

'  Silber  is  fond  of  saying  that 
when  he  assumed  thepfesiden- 
cy  in  1971,  he  'found,  Boston 


University ;  in  a  financial  and 
academic  shambles.  He  also 
found  a  community,  of.  students 
and  faculty  fully  engaged  in  the 
liberation  *  movements  *  of  :«  the 
1960s.  Campus  activism  was 
■  thriving:  -TSe  previous  spring  a 
f  stiideht  strike  *to *  protest;  the 
.killings  of  antiwar  demonstra- 
tors at  Kent  State  had  succeed- , 
ed  in  shutting  down  Boston 
University  and  canceling  gradu- 
ation ceremonies.  The  student 
union  officers  were  all  leftists  of 
one  stripe  or  another  who  spon- 
sored not  just  rock  concerts  but 
demonstrations  .against  tuition 
increases  or  the  presence  of 
Marine  recruitment  officers  on5 
f  campus.  A  popular  course  in  the 
College  of  Liberal 'Arts  was  The 
;Radical  Critique,  a  class  taught 
entirely  by  studehts>that  cov- 
ered such,  topics  as  Zen  Bud- 
dhism; women's  <  liberation,;  and ' 
prison  reform.  Student  demon- 
*  strators  had  hounded  ROTC  — 
the  campus  >  military  program 
~  until  it  moved  off  campus. 

Once  installed  m  the  presi- 
dent's office  on  Bay  State  Road, 
Silber  moved  quickly  to  neutral- 
ize the  student  protests  and 
consolidate  control  of  the  uni- 
versity. He  went  after  the  stu- 
dent activities  fee,  which  had, 
been  automatically  attached  to 


each  student's  tuition  bill,  call- 
ing it  "taxation  without  repre- 
sentation." He  .made  the^  fee 
voluntary,  which  "immediately 
^reduced  the  budget  of  the  stu- 

-  dent  tunioh;  by  almost  half.  He 
ted  students  arresieS  for  block- 
ing univer^ty.property,:saying 
the  BU  campus  was  going  to  be 

;  open ,  to  everyone, .  including  . 
;Marine  recruiters.  He  brought 
ROTC  back.  In  the  spring  of 
1973  he  began  prosecuting  stu- 
dent demonstrators,  both* on  \ 
criminal' trespass' charges  and 
under  the  university's  own^f 
"provisional  code  of  student  j 

-  conduct,"  which  Silber  initiated  I 
atthe  request  of  .faculty,  who^ 
hoped  it  would  bring  a  togfca!'" 
process  to  the  protests  on  cam- 
pus. The  code  triggered  its  own 
round  of  protests  by  students 
and  faculty  who  thought  it  was 
rigged,  because  Silber  appoint- 
ed the  members  of  the  council 
that  ruled  on  code  infractions. 

Today  Silber  exercises 
strict  control  over  student  life 
atBU.  He  has  declared  that  he 
will  not  tolerate  the  construc- 
tion of  a  symbolic  shanty  on 
university  property,  built  by 
students  -to  protest  BU's  con- 
tinued 'policy  against  divesting 
its  holdings  in  businesses  with 
ties  to  South  Africa.  Such  con- 


structions  amiot  symbolic  ex- 
amples of  free  speech,  Silber 
says,  but  rather,  "nothing  more 
serious  than  the  temper  tan- 
trum of  a  child/'  list  year 
Silber  had  11  students  arrested > 
for  refusing  to  leave  the  site  of 
a  [shanty  they;  had  constructed 
in  front  of  the  student  canon. 

!  Silber  has  made  the  student 
activities  fee  mandatory  again, 
but  now  it  Jts  more  closely  con- 

r  'trolled*? by  the  administration; 

I  approval  by  the  dean  of  student 

i  Kfe  is  required  for,  the  leaflets, 
lectures,  or  performances  fund- 

.  ed  by  the  fee.  Last  year  Silber 
engaged  in  a  battle  with  Yosef 
Abramowitz,  then  a  junior  ma- 

|  joring  in  Jewish  studies,  who 
flew  a  banner  with  the  single 
word  "divest"  from  his  dormi- 
tory window  on  Busweil  Street. 
Abramowitz  first  was  visited  by 
officials  from  the  university  of- 
ficeof  residence  life,  who  re- 
moved the  banner.  Abramowitz 

i  persisted  in  hanging  the  ban- 
ners and  eventually  received  an 
eviction  notice  from  Mary  Ea- 
ton, the  university's  director  of 
residence  life.  Then  Eaton 
warned  him  of  further  disciplin- 
ary action,  that  is,  expulsion 
from  the  university,  if  he  con- 
tinued to  post  the  signs. 

Abramowitz  and  three  other 
students  who  had  hung  banners 
to  support  him  took  the  univer- 
sity to  court  with  the  assistance 
of  the  Qvfl  liberties  Union  of 
Massachusetts.  Judge  Edith 
Fine  of  the  Massachusetts  Ap-, 
peals  Court  issued  a  preliminary 
injunction  last  May  prohibiting 
BU  officials  from  entering  stu- 
dents' rooms  in  order  to  re- 
move the  signs.  Fine  also  ruled 
that  the  four  students  could 
continue  to  place  banners,  with- 
out fear  of  reprisal,  inside  and 
outside  their  dormitory  win- 
dows, provided  the  signs  not 
touch  the  brick  of  the  building. 
This  past  September  Abram- 
owitz, a  serious  activist  who 
writes  a  regular  column  in  The 
Daily  Free  Press  and  who  went 
on  a. two-week  hunger  strike 

erating  the  policy  to  balance  the 
rights  of  the  students  with  the 
concerns  of  the  ndghborhood." 


.Silber  says  his  disput^with 
Abramowitz  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  particular  sentiments 
he  expressed.  Students,  Silber 
says,  "do  not  have  the  right  to 
trash  the  campus/' 

Saber's  fans  say  kids  today 
need  this  kind  of  discipline. 
'Time  and  again,"  says  acting 
dean  Maitre,  "parents  come  up 
to  me  and  say,  'Do  you  know 
why  I  send  my  children  here? 
'Because  of  this  man,  this  ogre! 
rI  have  heard  the  term  applied 
positively/' 

Saber's  own  children  (there 
are  seven;  six  girls  and  a  boy) 
were  certainly  not  pampered 
while  growing  up.  /They  each 
shared  in  the  household 
chores,"  Silber  says,  "and  were 
expected  to  complete  their 
schoohvork  on  a  timely  basis 
and  perform  at  levels  appropri-  * 
ate  to  their  ability/'  It  is  a  mea- 
sure of  the  strength  of  John 
Silber's  influence  that  each  of 
his  children  in  one  way  or  an- 
other mirrors  his  own  interests 
and  goals.  One  daughter,  Alex- 
andra, fulfilled  Silber's  child- 
hood dream  and  became  a  vet-- 
erinarian.  Another  daughter  b; 
completing  a  PhD  in  musicology 
from  Yale  (Silber  took  a  second 
major  in  the  fine  arts  and  a  mi- 
nor in  music  in  addition  to  hb 
degree  in  philosophy  and  reli- 
gion). All  -  seven  ^fciWxen  took  ] 
music  lessons  at  one  point  <n* 
another,  all  attended  universH 
ties  where  Silber  had  worked  or| 
studied,  and  each  was  exposed; 
to  a  broad,  interdisciplinary! 
education.  Even  the  daughter? 
who  b  majoring  in  mathematics* 
at  Boston  University  has  also 
studied  sculpture  at  BU's 
School  for  the  Arts. 

While  he  was  ridding  j 
the  campus  of  un- 
sightly demonstra- 
tors, Silber  also  was  busy  reor- 
ganizing both  the  university's 
faculty  and  "its  finances,  which 
were  so  poorly  managed  that 
BU  actually  had  $3  million  de-  ^ 
posited  in  a  nQ-interest  check-  | 

sors  program,  whose  members 
were  adept  at  coaxing  money 
Continued  on  page  59 


Site's  world  view 

BU's  campus  boundaries  extend  farther  than  you  think 


T 

I  has  led  him  far  afield  —  to  Third 
V  World  continents  whose  fledgling 
democracies  Siiber'feels  are  essential  to 
"excellence  as  it  pertains  to  the  life  of 
the  mind.''  Given  how  Sifter's  philos- 
ophy is  personified  throughout  his  ad* 
\  ministratioai;  it  xs  no  surpdse  that  a  ^xrtd 
of  world  view  has'.emerged- at,  Boston. 


sity  around  that,  has  a  foreign,  policy," 
;  says  one  BU  professor  with  views  op- 
j  posed  to  Siller's,  ; 

Silber's  foreign  policy  is  anti«J 
commumstand  interventionist,  a  combi- 
nation  that  places  .him  to  the  right  of 
most  national  leaders  in  his  chosen 


taste  of  international  policy  "making  in 
1983,  when  President  Reagan  appointed 
him  to  the  National  Bipartisan  Commis- 
sion on  Central  America  (the  "Kissinger 
commission1'),  Now .  Silber  is  a  board 
member  of  Radio  Mortifi  government 


erate  the  airwaves  in  Cuba.  He  supports 
the  contras  in  Nicaragua,  the  mujahedin 
in  Afghanistan,  and  the  guerrilla  forces 
of  UNITA  in  Angola.  He  opposes  Ameri- 
can 


as  a  means  to  end  apartheid  in  South  Af- 
rica. He  promotes  these  views  through 
the  university's  publications,  its  lecture 
programs,  its  centers  and;  institutes, 
and,  of  course„througli  bis  many  news* 


ance^  on  the  lecture  circuit 
vice 


,a 

oriented  think  tank  in  Washington,  D.C., 
founded  in  1972  by  Arthur  Metealf, 
•chairman  of  Saber's  board  of  trustees 


tors  include  nine  retired  military  admi- 
rals and  generals  and  former  national  se- 
curity adviser  Richard  Allen.  The  insti- 
tute produce,  a  quarterly  journal  called 
Strategic  Rem,  published  jointly  with 
Boston  University's  orVcampus  'Center 
for  International  Affairs:  Joachim 
.Maitre,  the  East  German  defector  whom 


BU's  communication  school,  is  the  Re- 
rtVs  foreign  editor.  Over  the  past 
year  the  Review  has  published  articles 
by  US  Sen.  Dan  Quayle  (R-Indiana)  on 
the  failure  and  f  utility  of  SALT;  by  Free- 
dom House  director  Bnice  McColm  on 
potential  weak  points  in  Castro's  Cuba; 


and  by  Hoover  Institution  fellow  Angelo 
CodevQIa'on  the-folly  of  the  Contadora 
peace  process  in  Cental  America. 

A  year  ago  Silber  instituted  the 
World  Leaders  Forum,  a  university  lec- 
ture program  that.honors  foreign  lead* 


.orwnoare 
scheduled  to  speak,  are  the  anti-Castro 
Cuban  Armanilo  Valladares,  who  was  a 
political  prisoner  in  Cuba  for  22  years; 
El  Salvador  President  Jose  Napoleon 
Duarte;  PhOippiaes  President  Corazon 
Aquino;  the  South  AfricanM  Chief 
opposes  in- 


ja  government  there;  and  Swiss  Presi- 
dent Kurt  Furgler,  an  outspoken  oppo- 
nent of  foreign  trade  restrictions. 

.American  universities  have  come  un- 
der [ire  in  the  past  few  years  from  the 
cohiemUve  hit  squad  Accuracy  in  Aci- 
demia, and  more  recently  from  Secre-. 
taryof  Education  filliam  Bennett,  for: 
promotui^'Tiberal  Was"  in  the  class- 
rooms.  But  Les  Csorba,  director  of  Ac- 
curacy in  Aademiaj.thinfeSber's  BU 
is  a  refreshing  departure;  "You  [usually] 
have  a  liberal  elite  and  mind-set  where 
you  fed  a  high  frequency  of  wndemna- 
tion  of  right-wSSg  countries  but  hardly 
anything  on  the  communists,"  he  says. 
'It's  good  to  see  someone  like  Dr.  Silber 
addressing  those  concerns."  Bennett 
says  Silber  "has  tried  to  restore  intellec- 


tual balance  to  the  program"  at  BU. . 

Two  new  projects  that  please  Ben- 
nett and  Csorba  emanate  from  the  uni- 
versity's College  of  Communication. 
With  the  help  of  a  $180,000  grant  from 
the  US  Information  Agency,  acting  dean' 
Maitre  is  setting  up  a  journalism 


ek  in  how  to  disseminate  "news"  of' 
their  fight  against  the  Soviet-controlled 
government  in  Afghanistan.  The 
program  was  bitterly  condemned  by 
many  in  the  journalism  department; 


became  so  distressed  that  he  resigned 


Back  on  campus,  journalism  profes- . 
sor  Lawrence  Martin,  a  CzediosMdan 


homeland  in  1968;  will  direct  the  univer- 
sity's incipient  ."center  for  disinforma- 


tion!" 
recognize, 


can  variety. 


un- 


toward about  teaching  journalism  stu- 
dents how  to  write  propaganda.  "It  is 


oimstances  mist  a  democracy  involve 
itself  with  disinformation,"  he  says; 
Asked  if  such  disinformation  should  be 
defensible  only  in  times  of  war,  he  says, 
"You  cannot  disttoguish,  because  we  are  < 
now  at  war,  cold  war.  The  torn  is  very 
muclialive,"    "  -ENEEXOTH 


Saber 

CONTINUED  FROM  PAGE  56 

from  private  and  government 
granting  agencies;  the  amount 
of  grant  income  at  Boston  Uni- 
:  versity'has  tripled  to  $47  mil- 
lion during  Saber's  years. 
For  his  troubles  Silber  re* 
]  ceived  a  heap  of  abuse,  particu- 
'  larly  in  the  early  years,  from 
faculty,  students,  deans,  and 
even1  a  few  trustees  suffering 
from  the  "absurd  notion,"  as 
Silber  might  put  it,  that  their 
opinions  were  equally  valid. 


nized.  demonstrations,  and  en* 
gaged  hi  shouting  matches  with 
Silber  at  meetings  and  rallies. 
This  was  a  generation  whose 
maxim  was  "question  author- 
ity," and  Silber  flaunted  his, 


strations,  death  threats,  armed 
guards,  and  arson  (in  the  early 
1970s  Silber 'lost  the  oily  copy 
of  a  manuscript  on  Kant  he  was 
rating  when  a  fire  destroyed 
part  of  his  h<mse).  'The  maKce 
quotient  around  the  place/'  re- 
calls Arrowsmith,  "was  really 
out 


in  1976,  when  10'oftheunlver- 


his  resignation.  But  Silber  sur- 
vived the  attempted  coup;  the 
university  trustees  voted  to  re- 
tain him  as  president.  Luckily 
for  Silber,  the  trustees  ap- 
peared to  have  adopted  his  op- 
erating philosophy:  Since  BU  is 
a  society  of  nonequaJs,  the  ma- 


just  not  sufficiently  "valid"  to 
be  heeded.  AppentlfSilber 
had' toed  a  lot  from rhis  ex- 
perience with  UT's  regents 
chairman  Frank  Erwin.  Indeed, 
Silber  has  grown  very  close  to 
his  chairman  on  the  BU  board 
of  trustees,  Arthur  Metcalf;  he 
dedicated  to  Me tcalf  the  univer- 
sity's spectacular  $100  million 
science  and  engineering  center, 
and  the  Metcalf  Cup,  the  uni-' 
versity's  most  prestigious 
teaching  award,  was  established 
in  1974.  Metcalf,  meanwhile, 
soId  Silberjbout  2  percent  of 
the  stock  in  his  Waltham  enp- 


Corporation  of  America.  Some- 
time thereafter,  a  subadiary  of 
Rockwell' International  an- 
nounced it  was  buying  ECA's 
stock,  a  transaction  that  is  ex- 
pected to  net  John  Silber  $2 


Silber  in  his  office  at  Boston  University:  "In  order  to  create, 
excellence,  one  has  to  break  that  stranglehold  that  the  second- 
rater  would  impose  on  a  program  to  resist  its  improvement/' 

More  or  less  in  the  wake  of 
the  aborted  coup,  all  of  the 
deans,  a  few  vice  presidents, 
and  many  faqilty  who  had  opt 
posed  Silber  were  fired  or  re- 


Silber  himself  had  appointed 
amid  pronouncements  of  excel- 
lence. "Revolution,"  Silber  says 
today,  "is  a  right  that  is  assert- 
ed only  if  one  is  prepared  to 
win."  Silber  was  talking  about 


but  it's  a  truth  he  has  assidu- 
ously applied  to  his.  own  rule. 
After  a  coup  has  failed,  there 


S 


ilber  and  his  supporters 
think  all  the  trouble  was 
necessary  to  transform 
BU  from  the  financially.shaky, 
entropic  urban  institution  that 


rec- 
ord-high enrollments  and  a 
$132  million  endowment. 
"There  was  no  way,  in  my  opin- 
ion, that  anybody  could  have 
come  in  here  and  done  what  had 
to  be  done  without  creating 
hostilities,  animosities,  and 
counterforces,"  Silber  says  to- 
day. "Lwas  going  to  carry  out 
that  objective  of  achieving  ex- 
cellence, but  that  had  its  conse-' 
quences  of  resentments  and 
turmoil" 
And  what  of  the  student ' 


versity,  the  faculty  member 
who  does  not  enjoy  a  Socratic 
encounter,  the  dean  who  be- 
lieves his  opinion  is  as  valid  as 
Silber's  even  when  it  is  a  differ- 
ent opinion?  Under  John  Silber, 


grets  about  this;  he  spent  the 
formative  years  of  his  life  mak- 
ing sure  he'  would  never  be 


one  else.  Even  Silber's  friends 
and  supporters  think  his  tactics 
are  sometimes  extreme,  but  s 


extreme  actions  are  taken  for  > 
the  university's  own  good.  In  ] 
the  pursuit  of  excellence,  after 
all,  extremism  is  no  vice.  • 
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White  reportedly  to  teaeh1;pi  at  BU : 

.  <  i  I    s<  ■*  I-  i 


M  (  ■  j  .  [     '.11  T  'Mvw '  nlWim  1, JUUUUU..LU]|iimtHI  WP^PMMaWBWWW'P'**'  rTT  Tl  

%  called  WiikI^IOOM;  momoirc,  ftSnloni(?nlan;  also  wpttwJ  1 


whosctm^nt.JohnSilber.^/  tu4*lon* h»vt been htM Ww«n  dWarrfapproedbahit^d 

«      •  SKWtimmt  Boston  Unlvewtty  tod  Kevin  H.  ministration  our  iht  year> 

;  ifc^MrfteinH.  ^^MMftcMHon.  orWhite'.Jolning ihe faculty o(  day  art  could  noil*  rector 

Wf*c  arc  expected  lo  <«I«d« »  .Ji^wiMiwtehJ*  the  unlver»lty.  nothing  ha*  been  tommeni, 

^"^SSSl?  *l»  ««S(  federal  <rant*.  the  com^ '  nude  W'K  and  when  wehw  ^m^^ 

pay  "arowd  $100,000  a  year,  (||  pjy  »mmi  ^ppefntmcoft  is  made,  a  public  t0  wrllf  tl|hff  hl$  wrtf<  w  , 

accordtntf to sourctt.dose to ine  ..^..^jm  'announcement will betssued,  flWwyc||MonplitKsandilMi 

former  miyor,     ,  BU  *  oltictal  response  to  an  in<  NeveriheleM,  sources  said  (hf  ^k  ls  ^  lt)  ^  ^ 

White  la  also  expected  to  do  po-  quirv-about  While's  role  there  While  will  take  the  Job  and  re-  m  by  mv  MM,to  map 

litlcal  commentary  on  television  was is*ued  Thursday  bv  Robert  L.  ferred  to  the  ek»e  association  be*  ,1^,  which  atv>  publishes  honks 

and  write  his  memoirs,  the  o'Rourke,  assistant  vice  presl'  tween  White  and  Stlber .  includtng  throufhUttleBrovinjmtCo 

lll,ll*-Ju^™\aouiw,sald  dent  for  public  relations;  who  the  retalht  ease  *lth  t»hlch  unl« 

SJJSS^  ^"Althounhprelimlnarydis.  verslty  Winston  has  hen  nan-  'TOTEftf  12 
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Vifrp^f  I2nv*nih  derlme  In  the 
W^«lelnnwtfihan30)ears 

lkUN,l¥'l^Ul,"w"iml 

^JhfXinwil  reported  that 
four  milhon  per,ple  have-  found 
work  since  Ihf  rtrc^on  ended  in 

No\tfflt*H$    ,  , 
]}» linempknmenl  rate,  alter 

.wklnHallOJ^nllnDcfeni' 
ber  I9W,  hat  now  rearlted  the  low- 
«|mn|innwrihant»oyeaMi 
drewprd  0  2  perrwitafie  prtnt*  from 


rtan  that  of  whites 
-ir  untmploymenl 

rose  from  1 7  7  per- 

mber  to  17  8  per- 
ith  —  is  more  than 

.is  that  for  whites^ 
<l  from  7  3  percent 
t  during  Ihe  same 

.ploymenl  rate  of 
*rs  staved  near  SO 
-st  three  times  the 
-ate  for  white  tcen- 

n  unemployment 
fleeted  the  strong 
mslon  that  start- 
s  ago 


Said  an  opposing  neighbor 
^them  "There  fs  no  housing  polJey. 
~  It's  all  ad  hoc  decisions  by  the  may- 
or. If  the  mayor  had  lunch  with 
Silber_  tffs  done-  What  are  two 
blocks  -  after  lunch." 

•^herrihe^oTTn^ancock  Mu 
Cual  Life  Insurance  Co_  was  seekfng 
BRA  approval  to  build  its  tower  In 
Copley  Square  In  1969.  lne  firm 
agreed  to  tear  down  its  old  Claren- 


*  York. 

_  J-Ko^eti  Del 
|(R£Wcked  all 

+  house  and 

Wkr^Z  *t*tr  aro.  George  K.  Re- 
tn  *nwhlte*a  chief  spokesman 
V»iroa»t  Ave  years,  has  been  re- 
fc^JJ  a  consultant  by  Mugar 
^mmunlcatlons  Inc..  a  company 
zZned  by  David  Mugar.  who  Is  also 
chairman  of  the  board  at  WNEV- 
TV_  Channel  7.  Regan  also  will 
write  an  occasional  column  for  The 
Herald,  the  newspaper  announced- 
this  week. 

It  is  believed,  sources  said,  that 
part  of  the  Mugar  arrangement  Is 
to  bring  In  White  as  an  occasional 
political  commentator  on  news  and 
feature  programs,  as  well  as  to  call  _ 
on  htm  as  a  political  consultant  onnsrpnf'  r*r\\c* 
who  knows  how  the  system  works     cippcil  1UIC 

at  City  Hall  and  the  State  House^  f"Vlf*T"f*  ic  oIqa  ooiH 

Asked  about  White  s  career  lfc>  <*1S>0  SaiQ 

.plan*.  Regan  %ai< 
no  comment  at  this  time.  White  ts 
vacationing  for  two  weeks  tn  the 
Virgin  Islands  and  could  not  be 


In  addition  to  

lecturing  at  BU. 
whose  president, 
John  Silber,  is  a 
longtime  friend. 
White's  


tnMifance  ^omn 
-~  Arthur  J  Romlllard.  chairman  otcAR'^ 
governors,  defended  the  raise  but  said  he  - 
CAR  s  salary  Revets  would  be  resolved  to  evt 
satisfaction  after  further  consultation  w1 
rank! ng  state  officials. 

"We  will  do  the  best  we  can  with  the  rest 


political 

Virgin  Islands  and  could  not  be —  A/\ncn1firt/f  _ 
reached  for  comment.  Regan  said     COnbUlLlIlg  Oil 

—~  the  national— 


While  would  arlYwunce  hJs  plans 
when  he  returns. 

But  White's  step  toward  BU  ts 
the  latest  in  a  long  relationship  be- 
tween htm  and"  Silber.  Reports  on 
that  relationship  in  the  media  over 
the  past  few  years  include; 

White's  wife.  Kathryn.  has 
been  a  part-time  consultant  for  BU 
on  elderly  affairs  and  health  care, 
earning  between  SIO.OOO  and 
$20,000  annually.  And  several  of 
White's  appointments  -  especially 
on  the  Cable  Television  Access 
Board  -  were  from  BU.  Including 
University  Vice  President  Daniel  J. 
Finn. 

Once  White  awarded  Cablevt- 
slon  Systems  a  15-year  license  to 
build  Boston's  $96  million  system 


level - 


don  street  building  and  create  a 
city  park.  Another  idea  was  to  use 
the  building  as  a  children's  muse- 
um.  but  the  museum  was  located 
at  Tort  Point  Channel. 

Later,  the  company  said  it  need- 
ed the  building,  after  all.  and  the 
BRA  allowed  them  to  keep  It  w 

But  Hancock  officials  conferred 
With  White  over  other  plans  to  offer 
something  to  the  city  The  only 
thing  tangible  to  come  from  the 
company  was  a  $4  7  million  grant 
to  Boston  University  to  be  used  to- 


are  allowed  to  use.   sa?<fftomlTUrd.  addtng. 
nor  ts  the  board  -  about  to  stand  up  to  the 
sloner  and  the  governor  on  this.*" 

La  Fontaine  declined  to  comment  on  the  m 
spokesman  said  he  had  been  advised  tokeef 
CAR's  attorneys. 

In  the  spring  of  1982.  La  Fontaine,  then  t 
lng  the  Gardner  area,  resigned  a*  House  ch; 
the  Legislature's  Joint  Insurance  Commute 
the  Job  that  then  paid  S6O.O0O.  In  Ncvemb> 
board  of  directors  unanimously  voted  to  fnc 
Fontaine's  salary  to  £80.000  and  submitted  t 
mendation  to  Hiam.  Hiam  approved  it.  wit! 
ttons  about  Its  size,  two  days  after  Christina 
Thursday.  Dukakis  asked  Hlam  to  recor 
approval  of  La  Fontaine's  pay  increase  and  te 
Its  level  only  to  other  managers  in  govern m 
cles  rather  than  to  private  insurance  executf 
had  already  rejected  a  pay  increase  from  % 
$67,375  for  LaFontaine's  chief  assistant  ai 
actiflg  president.  Robert  KonickL 

CAR  is  the  agency  that  guarantees  insm 

rs  3  3  mnnt 


erage  for  about  half  of  the  stat 
Until  last  week.  CAR*  was  known  as  the  * 
setts  Motor  Vehicle  Reinsurance  Facility. 

Romlllard.  who  ts  also  chairman  of  th< 
The  Commerce  Insurance  Co..  said  that  peg 
-pay  scales  to  state  salary  levels  could  prove 


ward  building  tts  technical  center, 
two  years  ago.  a  nonprofit  founda- .  the  plans  for  which  were  approved 
lion  was  established  to  handle  ae—  by  the  BRA. 
cess.  White  named  Finn  to  head       *  Yesterday, 


the  foundation  and  safd  Finn 
would  make  all  appointments  to  it-  : 
In  the  end.  many  of  those  appoint- 
ed had  political  connection*  to 
White  or  academic  connections  to  : 
BU. 

Finn  did  not  return  several  calls 
to  his  ofTlce  this  week.   -  — .       -  - 

•  Four  years  ago.  BU -signed  a*  and  that  there  was  already  open 
cooperative  agreement  with  thef  space  in  Copley  Square/*  he  said, 
city,  pledging  In  spirit,  if  not  In  let-"        a>  Last  year's  opening  of  BIT* 
ter.  not  to  acquire  property  without  *  bookstore  and  shopping  mall  In  the 
a  60-day  notice  for  Its  campus  tn    Ken  more  square  area  was  the  re* 


BRA  spokesman 
Ralph  Memolo  quoted  BRA  Director 
Robert  J.  Ryan  as  saying  there  was 
no  connection  between  the  Claren- 
don street  building  and  the  com- 
pany's grant  to  BU.  "Ryan  said  the  - 
building  remained  on  the  tax:  rolls, 
provided  apace  for  a  major  employ- 
er, was  architecturally  significant 


an  area  between  an  alley  off  Bus- 
well  street  and  Beacon:  atreet-  In4: 
1981.  however.  BU  acquired,  with- 
out comment  from  city  officials.  13_ 
buildings  fronting  Beacon  street- 
between  the  Massachusetts  Turn  *~ 


suit  of  the  BRA's  designation  of  the 
site  as  a  Commercial  Area  Revital-  . 
fzatlon  District*  which'  made  the 
project  eligible  for  Massachusetts 
Industrial  Revenue  Bonds. 

Ad  a'  result*  the  BU-connected  f 


pike  and  Park  Drive  In  the  Audu-u,  corporation  that  bulk  It  got  $7.2 

bon  Ctrcle  area  with  a  total  of  137t  million  In1  revenue  bonds  at  about 

rental  units,  almost  ail  of  which  50~percent  of  trkTprtnie  rale-  In ao^ 

were  converted  Into  dormitories.  dttlon.  the  Bank  of  Boston  ap- 


White's  adm  mist  ration,  which, 
had  on  occasion'  delayed  lnstitu-1 
tional  expansions,  apparently 
sanctioned  decisions  by  the*cfly\ 
Board  of  Appeals  to  grant  BU  the 
right  to  use  the  buildings  as  dorms. 


proved  a  #2.6  million  mortgage  at 
the  prime  rate,  plus  one-eighth  of  a 
percent,  and  made  available  a  41.5 
million  capital  loan  at  the  prime 
rate  to  cover  initial  operating  ex- 


ly  tn  others  ways. 

"Executives  at  CAR  are  held  to  a  high  deg 
forma  nee  and  their  salaries  must  be  commc 
said  Romlllard.  "*1  really  am  afraid  that  if  we 
state  salary  schedule  we  will  have  trouble 
and  holding  people  able  to  keep  the  performs 
par."* 

Romlllard  said  that  many  of  CAR's  ffna 
actuarial  specialists  are  fn  demand  by  priv 
a  nee  companies. 

According  to  Romlllard.  one  of  the  probi 
,  lowering  the  president's  salary  is  that  it  "cor 
CAR  salaries  across  the  board. 

Ellis  jailed  after 
for  birth  certifies 

By  William  Doherty 
Globe  Staff 

Suspended  State  Police  Cpf.  Arnold  W„ 
'convicted  drug  smuggler,  was  jailed  last  n: 
_  federal  Judge  revoked  his  ball  because  of  a 
Tuesday  when  Ellis  applied  for  a  copy  of  hb 
tlflcate  at  Gloucester  City  Kali. 

Bills  had  been  free  on  SIOO.OOO  bail  penc 
peal  of  his  conviction  and  12-year  prison  se 
smuggling  18  tons  of  marijuana  into  Gio 
1977. 

US  District  Judge  Robert  E.  Keeton  tu 
over  to  federal  marshals-  after  a  day-long 
which  Ellis  claimed  the  incident  involving 
certificate  was  all  a  misunderstanding. 

Pauline  Brody.  an  employee  In  the  Clou 
clerk's  office,  testified  that  Ellis  appeared  Ir 
_  Tuesday  and  asked  for  birth  certificates  fc 
his  wife,  HaaaLand  hts  18-year-old  son.  An 
lis  3d.  Brjl^sald  Ellis  told  her  he  wanted 
cstes  for  "travel  outside  the  country."' 
„ Ellis,  however,  denied  saying  he  wantet 


outside  the  country  and  said  he  was  willing 
polygraph  test  to  prove  he  had  no  intention 

He  said  his  primary  purpose  in  going  to  f 
office  was  to  get  a  birth  certificate  for  his  wf 
vacationing  in  Bermuda  and  needed  ft  to  reh 
United  States  because  she  does  not  have  a^ 
Ellis  said  he  mailed  fhe  birth  certificate  to  hf 
muda  Immediately  after  obtaining  it.  ;ji 

Ki*  son  needed  the  certificate.  fiDi»_**»» 
for  a  gun  permit. 
ELLIS.  Page  15 
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86m  in  2  gifts 

Uoston  1'iuvriMty  Presulent  John  H  Silber 
amtouuml  \*>tcrdav  that  two  record  breaking 
£iUs  totaling  I  million  will  help  the  umversi* 
tv\speed  <omptetton  ot  us  $49  rmttfon  .Science 
and  Engineer  in>;  Outer  * 

The  <em«T  involves  construction  of  (wo 
bit!kltnti>  and  (he  renovation  ot  seven  others  in 
a  tour  bUxk  area  between  Com  rnOnwra  It  h  ave 
niK*  and  the  Massat habits  Turnpike  Work  be* 
gan  last  'S*pteraUr  and  4$  sehcdufcd  to  be  com- 
plied bv  September  19S4 

I  he  i\\n  new  buildinc*  will  be  a  me-storyen< 
gmcvrim;  mnh  ture  on  Habbut  street  and  a 
builAn^im  Ciumntncifm  Mreef  that  will  house 
huMhcahf*  lh<'  theaters,  replacing  tUMoree* 
une«na  Wk»li«oVon  implex  nearby,  will  be 
used  as  kx  tnrr  liaiN  during  the  and  as  mo\ 
K-  hour's  in  i he  evetmvc 

« w  ,  i  fhi-  t^o  imIN  ^5,  million  from  the 
Jaf7njlami«k  Mui'mI  1  Insurance  Co^wa * 
dt^cfltirJ  a»  I f g<  hriyM  d»mairort  in  tU'  Mg<ffl 
'  fix  otherTa  £M  lumputrr  cquipmenttrom 
tfctftal  ttyifpnu-n:  «Vf  P  ■  'w**  «tW  the  trees', 
HiH  oi  equipment  mr  made  to  the  university 

SilU-r  pra  is-d  t  he  cc  nvrosit  v  at  both  eompa  n< 
ves  'dunnc  vparatc  pre^cntatiens  Tuesday,  ac- 
cording to  statements  issued  bv  the  university 
He  accepted  a  check  from  ^^iTiiL-^iS^r^ 
jtancock  chairman  ftp*  cfr^f  rxrrume  '^£gr„ 
at  (he  vompanv  »  Boston  headquarters  And  he 
met  witti  Distal  Equipment  president  Kenneth 
H  OKen  .if  jba\  rurpor  at  .oil's  Mavnard  head 
q\i  irtcrs 

lh*j  u-ntrr  will  "allow  the  university  ioton-, 
vnitdve  tK  position  as  a  may*  res-wee  lor  New 
KniiLmds  taM  growing  high  uxhnology  indus- 
tries "  according  to  a  universuv  statement, 

In  ;idd.i»on  Silhcr  the  renter  will  hefp 
rev  itali/e  hemnore  N^ian  ami  olter  substantial 
new  empbvmcnt  tioth  Uunnj*  and  after  con- 
MfiKtU.n 


Ch.  5  newsman  Boyd 
hurt  in  Rte.  128  crash 

Associated  Press 

WCVB-TV  tCh.  5)  newsman  JinV-eoyd  was 
injured  >esterday  m  a  chain  reaction  crash 
white  driving  to  work  on  Kte,  t2d.  but  spokes- 
nu*n  said  tie  escaped  mtious  (n]ury 

'M<*  s  in  stvape  Me>  a  very  lucky  «:uyt" 
said  Bun  h'msky,  p*ibU  nlations  spokesman 
tor  WCVM  He  rws  lac  (rat  tons  on  the  batk  of 
h»s  he.ul  a!Kl  sudh1  kind  o!  pum  titre  Injury  on 
Ins  r\£U\  JfX'i  He  was  <omnou>  throughout, 
tatkini;  throuvjhout  "  * 

JVretskv  sat^l  tV>yd  s  ear  was  totaled  atid  lie 
was  removed  ftom  trx-  tar  by  a  "Jaws  of  Life" 
V\tra(  t»on  tool  Otovef  Memorial  Hospital  in 
Nttxlham  hsteii  lV>vd  tn  stable  condition, 

Mass.i<liusctts  State  lV>liee  Trooper  Jack 
Haves  satd  the  a<Tident,  w  hich  otturred  about  9 
a  ra  in  (hr  v>uihtxx»nd  Une  near  the  exit  for 
d  rme.    involved  tauf  ,rars»  and  a  tractor -trailer 
,r*^  lie  $»>d  U0>^  Vi^vrd  to  be  the  only  pwgn 


MARIO  VELEZ 
1979  photo 


Another  version 
of  [K)lice  shooting 

The  mother  r>\  a  i7*yearokl  Roxbury  youth 
utui  s*as  tntiealty  woumW  Mwrdm  ^ttn  r^* 
vi  as  shot  in  the  ta'ce  b>  a  polKf  officer  $aid  >w 
terday  a  \\jlnevs  has  told  her  thM  son  was 
not  trv  mu  to  run  the  officer  down  with  a  rvr  as 
pf4Ke  and  ulier  ^  ttne-svs  have  claimed 

Aurora  Soto, of  Savin  streel  toM  rwt  More 
>esierdav  rm>rnin^  to  t)eput^  Supt  -John  Oil 
ford  at  i>Ktrtc*  E  po^*  Matron  tn'West  Rox 
buiy,  She  is  ttte  mother  of  NUrto  V'tle^;  who  re 
malnx-d  in  trtttcal  coi^ditfon  yesterdav  at  Faulk 
ner  Hospital  in  Jamaica  Plata      I  j 

According  to  Soto,  a  IS-yearok^jJarrusea 
Fta  in  boy  is  willing  to  testify  that  the  car  Velez 
was  driving  was  stopped  when  patrolman  John 
Oohertv  fired  hts  gun.  Her  son.  she  said/clatms 
he  Stopped  trvlng  to  get  the  car  out  of  the  tight 
>pace  on  Bishop  street  in  Jamaica  Ptatn(when 
Dohertydrew  his  gun.  aimed  at  the  vxwth,  and 
threatened  to  shoot, 

"When  he  saw  the  £un.  he  stopped,"  Soto 
safd  ' 

l\>l«f  and  two  other  e>vw»nes*e*^ay  l» 
her tv  fired  as  the  car  came  toward  him  r>>l>erty 
was'treamlat  Faulkner  Hospital  for  a  Jeg  injury 
suffered  when  the  stolen  car  brushed  him  Gtf* 
lord  sawl  IV)hertv  did  not  draw  his  gun  until  the 
car  hit  Mm  The  e>cvvi messes  interviewed  by 
The  Globe  said  they  did  not  notK  e  when  the  off* 
<cr  unholstcretl  his  wrapon.  | 

At  the  nme  cf  the  *hoe^nji,  Veie^  Wm$  bo\ed 
in  by  a  poltre  t  rutser  to  the  rear  and  a  ^tokff* 
in  front  ol  him.  Police  nxwertd  three  stolen 
cars,  irw  lading  the  one  Vekv  was  driving  at  the 

|  '  Li  1  All!' I   1  , 

Glfffxd  told  S6to  Mai  police  would^nterv  lew 
the  new  witiKsi  once  ihey  hadj  hi^  hamc^  i»c 
adcW  tnat  therc  was  "o\ xruhelm  n|j1  Otfwce 
^ortob^atln^iv^y'sMory.  J. 


Charges  <&  bank  robot ry  wer* 
terday  in  WaUlvtm  DStrUl  Co 
>ounu  woman  who  police  be!iev« 
lira  of  a  prankster, 

liarbara  AuhfV  tH.  ot  Waft  I. 
<hars$ed  with  trying  to  rob  the  < 
Trust  Co  •  600  M-stn  st„  \Va!th,tt( 
AsexpUined  by  U,  F-dward 
Watt  ham  poJioe.  Auhll  went  ml 
w  ithdraw  S40  and  fjt^-d  out  a  w 
she  pixkttl  from  the  lobby  ta 
tclk-r  turned  ovt^f  ttte  s^hp  to  sia! 
saw  printed  on  H,  Ttits  is  a  si i 

The  teikf  pJt  at*«Jt  $20(X)»i 
gave  it  to  Auhll.  a  Un»ver>n\  of 
hew  Tor  Chrmmas  va^att^n  j 
j*!U<  ed  i  n ro  t  he  bag  a  n  e\p*os» v  e  j  I 
tng  a  red  dve.  which  evpV<;e<»[ 
AuhUMt  the  bank,  .  f 

AuhU  returned  to  the  bank  " 
bag  had  exploded,  Gaudet  >aidt 
\\w  bank  had  fex  ked  the  doors,  w 
al  procedure  after  a  tv.klup 

The  fa^t  trial  srie  r^tOrned  I' 
rxrt  she  nv*>  have  txxn  "the 
stan<es,"  Gaudet  sasd.  but  we 
anvway "  **  t; 

Auhl?  >  attorney,  Jack  Mr  J 
Auhll  told  him  she  had  not  givei 
whin  the  teikr  harvded  her  a  b*i, 
eV)  handed  n<  tl.e  UigrWf  > 
anvthin^ofn  Mv  mind  was  a  * 
away, '  she  told  him,  Mostardei 

The  h<»Wnp  note  wassubmu  I 
writing  experts,  both  a:  uhom  I 
writing  of  the  not r  on  f  he  back  * 
al  shp  was  not  AnhUs 

Vawtardclti  sud  it?  har4v 
was  spcetk^i  up  and  ihat  Gaudt  j 
charges  nojv  so  Auhll  could  reii 
morrow  to  resume  her  studies^  J 
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The  Clarendon  Building  on  Berkeley  street, 


ock  to  renovate 


endon  Building 


By  Anthony  J,  YudiS 
Globe  Start 

John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
Co,  has  announced  it  will  start  major  re- 
habilitation construction  work  in  May  on 
the  eight-story  Clarendon  Building  bc< 
tween-lts  SOstory  tower  on  Clarendon 
street  and  its  older  26-*$tory  Berkeley 
Building  on  Berkeley  street. 

When  the  $35  million  construction  pro- 
ject is  completed,  the  restored  block- long 
building  win  have  350.000  square  feet  of 
prime  office  space  on  eight  floors  and  5000 
square  feet  of  basement  space  that  will 
house  an  exercise  and  jogging  area  with 
showers  and  kickers  for  Hancock  employ- 
ees. 

The  building  i$  bounded  by  Stuart  and 
CUrenSSh  streetfandStr  James,  avtnuer 
and  connected  at  ground  tevel  to  the 
Berkeley  Building.  It  also  is  connected  to 
the  tower  across  Clarendon  street  via  an 
underground  tunnel, 

Paul  Rennte,  a  .second  vice  president  o* 
building  management  and  construction 
for  Harutf-k.&ld  that  hall  the  office  space 
i  will  be  used  by  Hancock  and  the  other  half 
will  be  leased  to  outside  tenants. 

'  Renovation  will  help  serve  our  antici- 
pated space  needs  for  the  foreseeable  fu« 
lure.'  he  said,  "and  at  the  same  time  the 


building  will  continue  to  be  a  Ux-produc* 
ing  property  for  the  city  of  Boston." 

Under  an  agreement  with  the  city 
when  Hancock  built  its  SOstory  tower, 
the  Clarendon  building  was  to  have  been 
demolished  to  make  way  for  a  public  plaza 
and  a  smaller  building.  But  city  officials 
later  changed  their  minds  about  the  plaza 
concept  and  agreed  to  change  the  original 
agreement  at  HarKock'sjrequest. 

The  building  has  been  in  a  state  of  dl$ 
repair  and  vacant  since  1976.  Jung/Bran 
nen  Associates  of  Boston  are  the  archi- 
tects and  work  will  be  completed  by  the 
end  of  1934.  said  Rennie.  Considered  an 
example  of  Art  Deco  architecture,  the 
building  originally  was  built  in  two 
phases.  It  was  completed  as  a  four-story 
-  building  ln492£4n  192SanolherJour  sto-^ 
ries  were  added,  fn  1924  it  won  the  Harks- 
ton  Park  gold  medal  for  distinguished  ar 
chitecture,  a  coveted  award  recognizing 
good  architecture  in  the  city  of  Boston. 

The  building  will  have  two  skylighted 
glass-walled  atriums  crossed  by  bridges  at 
seven  levels.  Offices  will  overlook  the 
atriums.  The  existing  limestone  facade 
arid  ca$*  iftetal  carvings  will  be  restored- 
Onlyrn  *or  exterior  changes  will  be  made, 
said  Hancock  officials.  The  ground  floor 
will  have  landscaped  garden  spaces.  , 


AHMUAi  MEET  WW 


STIfJi  TALKING 


stocks  aif 1 
2-year  lojl 

Associated  Press 

WASHINGTON  -  With  a  brisk  I 
cent  Increase  In  sales,  the  nation's 
facturers,  wholesalers. and, retaUe: 
their  January  Inventories  of  unsold 
fall  to  the  lowest  point  In  nearly  two 
government  figures  Indicated  vested 
The  month's  0.6  percent  decttrx 
ventorles  put  the  total  value  of  go] 
warehouse  shelves  and  backkrts  a 
billion,  the  least  since  May  1981. 

With  sales  rising,  the  Comma 
partment  report  said,  the  ratio  of 
tories  to  sales  -  a  figure  that  col 
managers  like  to  keep  low  -  droj 
1.47.  the  lowest  since  last  May,  T 
had  been  1 .51  In  December, 

However,  even  though  such  * 
might  speak  well  for  company  eft 
economists  generally  agree  that  a 
increase  in  inventories  would  be 
come  sign,  By  their  reasoning,  sucll 
crease  would  indicate  business  w? 
tng  confidence  the  national  r« 
would  last  and  therefore  was  iix 
production  to  $fcal  with  expected  ri 
rnand. 

Robert  Ortner,  Commerce* 
economist,  said  the  new  report 
lhat  "inventory  cutting  was  still « 
tial  in  January."  though  the  deel 
less  than  in  November  and  Decern 

In  particular,  he  said,  "nrjanuft 
still  seem  intent  on  cutting  theft 
tones  some  more/'  | 

However.  Ortner  said,  he  expect  | 
that  are  now  lagging  at  the  retail 
pickjup  in  March,  with  businessej 
ning  to  rebuild  inventories  dux 
AprjkJune  quarter,       4  j 

He  said  he  still  believes  the  r) 
ended  in  [December.  "and  I  don'; 
the  recovery  to  stall  out " 

The  report  said  sales  rose  to  a! 
$340  4  billion  in  January.  Includi 
percent  increase  for  manufacture 
percent  gain  for  wholesalers  and  % 
cent  decline  for  retailers. 


GMrecal 
491000 
of  its  car; 


Associated  Press 

!  DETROIT  -  General  Motors  C 
calling  an  additional  491 .000  of 
1981- and  1982-modcl  Chevrt 
vettes  and  Pontiac  T-  1000s  bee  I 
in!  the  engine  compartments^' 
elrfit  injuries.  CM  said  vestcrda*  | 
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rips'  grand  jury 


By  BRIAN  MOONEY 

BOSTON  University 
President  John  Silber 
was  among  several  wit- 
nesses testifying  before 
a  federal  grand  jury 
probing  major  real  es- 
tate  projects  at  the  end  of 
Kevin  White's  adminis- 
tration. 

Sources  said  Silber  ex- 
pressed outrage  at  being 
subpoenaed  during  his 
grand  jury  testimony  and 
called  the  US,  attorney's 
probe  a  waste  of  time. 

Prosecutors  have  asked 
Silber  and  others  about 
BO's  relationship  with 
then-Mayor  \yhite  and  the 
John  Hancock  Mutual  Life 
Insurance  Co.,  sources  said. 
They  apparently  have  fo- 


cused on  a  series  of  seem- 
ingly unconnected  events 
from  1982  to  1984  Involving 
all  three. 

Those  events,  sources 
said,  Include: 

•The  Boston  Redevelop- 
ment Authority  board  deci- 
sion In  August,  1982,  to  re- 
HeveHancock  from  a  1968 
pledge  to  tear  down  a  62; 
year-old,  low-rise,  office 
building"  at  197  Clarendon 
St.  to  allow  a  park  andw 
museum  on  the  site, 

•  Hancock's  54.5M  gift 
five  months  later,  in  Jan- 
uary, 1983,  to  help  build 
BU's  new  Science  and  En- 
gineering building.  At  the 
time,  It  was  the  largest  sin- 
gle gift  In  BU  history. 

•BU  hiring  White  as  a 


professor  after  he  left  City 
Hall  In  January,  1984. 

The  Investigation  of  BU 
and  John  Hancock  is  among 
several  to  surface  In  the 
past  few  months  In  sub- 
poenas Involving  real  es- 
tate developments  near  the 
end  of  White's  16-year  re- 
gime. 

Several  observers  believe 
the  flurry  of  activity  Is  the 
final  stage  of  a  five-year 
probe  of  City  Hall  corrup- 
tion because  It  follows 
former  U.S.  Attorney  Wil- 
liam Weld's  declsioA  to  take 
a  top  Justice  Department 
post  |n  Washington. 

John  Hancock,  BU  and 
BRA  spokesmen  and  assis- 
tant U.S.  Attorney  Robert 
Cordy,  who  Is  heading  the 
Investigation,  all  declined 

u 


KEVIN  WHITE 

comment  yesterday.  White 
could  not  be  reached, 
BRA  records  Involving 
the  Clarendon  building  and 
several  other  projects,  In- 
cluding Rowes  Wharf  and 
the  Government  Center 
garage,  were  subpoenaed 
this  summer.  Officials  of 
the  development  teams  also 
were  subpoenaed  to  testify. 


JOHN  SILBER 


White's  relationship  with 
BU  has  already  been  Inves- 
tigated by  the  state  Ethics 
Commission,  which  In  1984 
found  no  conflict  of  Interest 
In  him  working  for  BU. 

Butltwasnot  Immediate- 
ly clear  whether  the  Han- 
cock gift  ever  surfaced  In 
that  probe. 
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John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 
Government  Center 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02203 

October  30,  1986 


Raymond  A.  Carolan 

Regional  Inspector  General  for  Investigation 

Office  of  Inspector  General 

U.S.  Dept.  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 

(Room  510A)  J.F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 

Government  Center 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02203 

Dear  Sir: 


On  October  28,  1986,  the  enclosed  newspaper  article  was 

i I  lof  this  office  by  a 

tenant  in  Devonshire  Place.    This  individual  has  information 


furnished  to  Special  Agent  (SA) 


concerning  the  wide  spread  utilization  of  designated  apartment 
space  as  business  suites.    This  person  has  indicated  that 
management  at  the  Devonshire  has  been  made  aware  of  this 
situation  and  has  not  acted  to  remedy  same.    Furthermore,  SA 
I         lis  possibly  in  a  position  to  secure  pertinent  information 
concerning  this  matter,  if  it  is  of  interest  to  your  office. 

Sincerely 


JAMES  W.  GREENLEAF 
Special  Agent  in  Charge 


By 


supervisory  Special  Agent 


.dL-Addressee  N5*> 
(UJBoston  (194-253^ 
\£FW/da<j 
(2) 


he 

hit 


V  mM  tut  t?*l»U  1 

IKLEXED  — £S  _ 
FILED     .  F?  .-' 


0 


A 


.n 


A- 

I     ,  J 


TO  OF  FEBRUARY  16-22, IMS      NEWSSTAND  PRICK  25  CEMS  | 


Developers  of  the  site 


B«*8cbwti 

ywwi^^ 

are  arista  that  thedeve^iwy  be 
breaking  dty  and  federal  regulatory 
agreemente  by  rating  i  substantial 
number  of  residential  apartment*  to 
corporations  and  businessee. 

From  its  inception,  Devonihlrt 
Race  hii  been  controversial.  Critic* 
called  the  retail,  office  end  luxufy 
apartment  complex  another  example 
of  government  subsidise  (or  the' 
wealthy,  whiledevelop*r*  maintained 
thit  gmnumnt  i^rieUM  was  i^ed-  - 
ed  to  develop  the  site.'  * 

Now  It  appears  that  the  assistance 
given  by  the  federal  and  municipal 
governments  It  used  to  provide  cut- 
rate  office  space  and  corporate  suites 
as  weD  as  luxury  apartments  for 
residents; 

The  owners  and  manager  of  the 
Devonshire  claim  that  all  the  unit* 
from  the  ninth  floor  to  the  top  an 
residential  as  specified  by  the  regula- 
tory agreement*.  However,  according 
to  resident*  and  office  workers  in  the 
building,  offices  are  spread  through* 
out  the  floors  designated  as  residen- 
tial space. 

Also,  according  to  a  tenant  list  ob- 
tained by  the  Wger,  corporations 
and  businesses  such  as  the  Bank  of 
Bwton,  Houghton-Mifflin .  and  the 
Boston  Qbl*  have  rented  as  msny  as 
100  of  the  \1h  ruidentisluniK 


From  Interviews  with  businesses 
renting  space  in  the  residential  area, 
the  Ltdgtr  found  that  units  are  used 
as  temporary  housing  for  executives 
aiid  visitors  and  as  conventional  office 
space,  H»e  rent,  about  JlWOa  month 
for  a  two  bedroom  apartment,  Is  not 
Cheap  but  it  works  out  to  about  $20 
per  square  foot, ;as  opposed  to  SMWO 
per  square  foot  for  new  downtown 
offlcespace, 

lie  project,  located  between  City 
HaU  and  Downtown  Crossing,  has 
received  federal  loan  insurance  worth 
millions  of  dollars  and  has  a  special 
tax  arrangement  with  the  city, 

According  to  the  tax  agreement 
with  the  city,  made  under  Chapter 
121 A  of  the  Massachusetts  General 
Laws,  1986  marks  the  first  year  that 
Income  from  the  development  will  be 
taxed  according  to  the  Income  source* 
Previously,  the  project  was  taxed  on 
its  total  gross  income.  According  to 
the  most  recent  audited  report  avail* 
able,  the  1984  gross  income  was 
IMtUlI, 

The  tax  arrangement  beginning  in 
1986  calls  for  office  space  gross  Ifr 
come  to  be  taxed  at  25  percent  and 
residential  space  gross  income  to  be 
taxed  at  20  percent 

According  to  the  project  descrip- 
tion approved  In  1979  by  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority  |BRAl  the 
40-story  Devonshire  llace  wss  to  CO* 
s!*t  of  approximately  47ft  residential 


Frwift  Inception  Owwve  Fhp,  cm*.  h»iw  (^wl^ 


o  C 


c,  c 


eon&aeea*  from  page  I 

apartment*  oo  M  fioort  and  approsimately  W.OOO 
square  few  of  office  space  on  five  fioort,  with  retail 
epec*  oo  the  ground  Coor. 

Becauee  the  im  wu  then  "bbghted"  end  the 
project  would  "forward  the  best  murwu  of  lb* 
aty,"  the  project  was  granted  121A  statue,  allow- 
ing jt  to  avoid  regular  estate  taxation  lor  1$ 
yean,  and  tooteed  pay  a  percentage  ©f  jit*  groee 
profit  as  "peysw»l*-ni-beiM)f  taxes  "  Without  this 

would  n<*  bo  developed,** 

The  project  also  reccrved  mortgage  insurance 
from  the  Federal  Housing  Administration  CFHMfor 
a  40-year  loan  of  eoS.I»000.  Although  mortgage 
toeurance  is  aoc  assent  per  se,  fc  soakse  mortgages 
soort  attractive  to  lenders  aod  can  aSow  lower  n>- 
terest  rates  for  developer*.  The  Devonshire  recerved 
a  mortage  of  7£  percent  at  a  Cine  when  mortgage 
rates  for  construction  projects  were  hovering 
around  IS  percent. 

BKA  Officials  concede  office  spec*  has  occupied 
several  residential  developments,  such  as  Harbor 
Ttrnwrs  and  Charles  Krver  Park,  but  they  said 
residential  «se  eventually  supplanted  office  space 
in  thc\epropertMs  as  construct**  was  completed, 

The  Devonshire  Towers  Trust,  which  has  &s 
Offices^  WW  !  in  OPf  WtgBSBlk  agreement  with 
the  BRA  that  the  authority  was  to  inspect  the 
project  when  construct**  wss  done  However,  a 
lawyer  to  the  BRA  said  there  is  no  set  procedure 
to  that  department  to  check  on  compliance. 

There  may  have  been  an  inspect**  but  I  don't 
ki*o*  of  one  off-hand.**  said  BRA  epoksmaa  Ralph 
Memolo. 

Voder  current  regulations,  certificate  of  comple- 
tion moat  be  approved  by  the  MA  board,  When  the 
certificate  is  approved,  the  property  must  be  in- 
spected. M emolo  said  the  SKA  staff  is  arranging 
for  a  certificaxe  of  compSetton.  which  had  been 
delayed  by  while  building  details  ware  finished. 

Jf  units  art  being  used  for  other  than  their  desig- 
nated u*e,  It  couJd  be  i  violeuou  of  toning  lew,  en- 
forced by  the  Inspection^  Service*  Department  M 
weS  as  a  violation  of  the  regulatory  agreement,  ac- 
cording to  BRA  officials 

"We  just  dont  have  the  staff  to  review  these 
things,  admitted  one  SKA  staff  number  who 
asked  not  to  be  identified 

The  staff  member  said  when  the  Tftynn  adminis- 
tration came  ax  there  was  no^'overaS  assessment* 
of  projects,  bks  the  Devonshire,  approved  dur- 
ing Mayor  Kevin  White's  admintstrsOon. 

"As  we  became  eware  of  problems,  we  took  no 
bon."  the  staff  member  said,  but  added  that  tod- 
dsots  of  noncompliance  with  regulatory  agreement* 
have  been  few. 

According  to  the  official  If  the  residential  units 
are  being  used  for  office  specs,  It  "seemingly  would 
violate  the  agreement"  with  the  SKA. 

"If  there  is  a  problem,  then  we're  going  to  have 
to  respond  to  that."  he  said.  **W«1A  have  to  asa  what 
their  specific  response  **.** 

If  the  developer  is  found  to  noo-rotnphance,  the 
BRA  wg  sithar  move  to  force  oocapbance  or  amend 
the  sgrsemeot.  he  said.  According  to  other  admuue- 
trstiou  sources,  however,  the  city  would  be  unhke> 
ry  to  hgitimiae  an  office  use  of  an  apartment 


l»  the  federal  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  {HUDJ  which  oversees  the  rjrlA  pro- 
gram, officials  said  ■  structural  mspectioa  wss  done 
of  the  property  la  SM4  but  they  had  no  record  of 
aa  inspection  to  determine  the  nee  or  occupancy  of 
the  building 

HVD  was  not  required  to  make  aa  inspection  of 
the  property  because  the  project  was  not  receiving 
any  federal  grants,  said  Shteta  Spsdafora,  a  section 
head  of  HVD's  loan  soanagemaut  departaaeot. 
.  SpenVore  said  she  d*d  not  know  what  options 
HUD  would  axcarcise  a  the  event  that  the  Devon- 
shire  has  broken  Hi  agreement  with  HUD. 

"I  reaOy  have  not  had  aay  experience  with  that." 
ahe  said.  "U  my  experience,  no  regulatory  agree- 
ment has  been  broken  before,** 

One  government  office,  Boston's  Assessing 
Department,  has  received  information  from  the  de- 
veloper* showing  s  breakdown  of  moome. 

"1  ce*  eonfirm  that  the  developers  see  required 
to  provide  the  information.  But  the  solormetwe  h> 
eelf  is  not  a  public  record.  That  la  spoiled  out  spe> 
cificaJJy."  said  John  Stuebiog,  aa  attorney  wxh  the 


Richard  Cohen,1  a  member  of  the  Assuring 
Department's  Board  of  Jtevisw.  said  he  was  not 
aware  of  any  inspection  of  the  Devonshire  by  that 
department, 

'  Despite  a  dearth  of  documentation  at  Tie  edmmie- 
trativt  level  some  toformation  about  the  anfte  wee 
evsJUble  for  the  asking  Businesses  such  as  Msr- 
cury  Business  Systems.  Wsshington  Management 
Corp.  fwhtch  manages  the  buakhng*.  Krupp  Brow 
and  Samuel  Shapiro  and  Co  aS  eoofirmsd  to  totsr- 
vw+*  with  the  L»dt*r  that  they  have  offices  in  the 


Devonshire.  Tbeee  offices  do  not  serve  as  s  rssKJeoce 
for  an  employee  or  employees,  they  said, 
,  Other  companies,  such  as  Tsradyne  IneM  nse  the 
apartments  te  house  corporate  visitors  The  apart- 
ments are  not  neceasaruy  used  frequently,  accord- 
tog  to  Tsradyne  employees.  " 

^Zt's  not  tk«  s  revofvin<  door  or  anything*  a  Tw> 
adyne  employee  said. 

The  Globe  Newspaper  Co^  which  pubhshee  TKt 
Boetoa  CJboe,  is  hated  on  a  )*$4  tenant  hat  7V 
Glob*  mamuined  the  apartment  as  aa  excecutive 
mJu  but  has  since  repUced  that  apertoMnt  with  an 
apertment  st  the  JYudeoual  oocnpleju  according  to 
Giooe  sources 

,  The  percentage  of  businesses  and  corporations  is 
most  aottosabls  on  Soon  1. 10, 11  and  12.  accord- 
tog  to  tenants.  An  inspection  of  those  floors  last 
week  by  the  Ledger  found  offices  msrked  with  brass 
plaques  and  business  cards  on  the  doors,  as  wnB  as 
offices  which  were  not  marked  from  the  outaide 
,  Tenants  have  complained  that  the  corporate 
presence  fa  the  building  detracts  from  the  tVmgcon* 
ditmns  to  the  apartment  budding  City  Hal)  and 
HUD  were  notified  about  the  situation  months  ago. 
according  to  acme  tenants 

"They  are  cneomemaluing  all  the  fecflities,  the 
garage,  the  residences  and  the  health  dub.**  said  a 
tenant  who  requested  anonymity.  'X^cenmercUJ  use 
conflict*  with  residential  nse.  Even  the  elevators 
were  designed  for  residential  use  They  weren't 
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Another  tenant.  *Wwi»  Hamada.  confirmed  thst 
many  apartments  are  used  by  businesses  He  also 
complained  that  facAties  hke  the  Sky  Qub  {e  r  ml 
and  the  parking  garaW  are  overcrowded  «uh  non- 
residents \m 

However.  HvveyC^Jothenberg  of  the  Devoo- 

mntk  floor  op  are  aS  residential 

"But  we  dont  go  into  every  apartment  to  check 
If  P*ople  are  sleeping  there.**  he  added, 

ftothenberg  said  the  project  has  reached  *5-90 
percent  occupancy  to  the  fast  aia  months  The 
vacancy  rate  now  vsnee  bstwesn  five  to  eight  ner- 
cent,  he  said 

When  kdortDed  of  the  cornpeov  naiDeplstes  oa  tbf 
apartment  doors,  Bothenberg  said  "That  s  news  to 
me." 

**OI  course  we  try  to  discourage  people  from  put 
teag  things  up  on  their  doors,"  he  expJs^d 

The  general  manager  of  the  buOding.  Richard 
Bland,  also  said  he  does  not  know  of  any  apartments 
sm<!  is  offices  Blsnd.  who  has  been  with  the  r>v00. 
ebire  as  manager  since  it  opened,  said  the  onlv  cor- 
porste  space  rented  consists  of  the  offices  of  the 
S^wmut  Bank.  AT&T  and  Wang  on  Poors  one 
through  eight,  Bland  sdded  that  some  apartments 
are  rented  by  corporations  for  executives  who  have 
Jo*  moved  to  Boston. 

Bland  said  he  was  unaware  of  any  upcoming 
.  changes  to  the  taxes  paid  by  the  Devonshire  He 
said  he  <bd  not  expect  the  composition  of  the  project 
to  change 

-I  donX  expect  anything  dittrent.  People  kvt 
hare  because  X  i  a  great  neighborhood.**  he  said 
rThe  people  who  said  it  couldn't  work  have  proved 
to  be  wrong." 


,  PETER  J.  MUSE 

takes  pleasure  in  announcing 
the  opening  of  a  law  practice 
in  association  with  the 
office  of 
MUSE.  MUSE  &  FORD 

44  BromfieW  Street 
Suites  514  4  900 
Boston,  MA  0210$ 
(617)  542-6081/542-0123 


0^ 

Howtotu 


ojrhome 
dise  <^ 


caa  horroa  sgsmsi  anuay  si  your  home,  And  you 
cm  use  te  money  fee  •  tropics!  vecaooo,  s  car,  s  coi- 


tMejflMDSa?     i  W»paw*lf 

10  »1 

tier  *»  f>e»  «e» '  irj*m*+  ti% 

a)«Dt 

Wbn *•  awre,  our  Home  Equay  Lav  p«  yous 
scvolvmi  Imtofcreda  Whicb  tneani  yog  can  borrow, 
and  KpsyoaioooamioisbttK  Aad  nvrnthly  psv 


Yw  get  oat  of  te  lw*  wa  sysOsbk  sny- 
whenj  Ajedtenorccfyourcrnds  srcyoessc.te 
ItMcryoorfK, 


SocsfcourrersDralBei^CanrTiodrM 
M0tVJ^55O3,  Aad  find  out  why  so  nsn)  people 
sre  nr/mfc.  Taat't  my  bsnk." 

NEVV#RLDRANK 


FEDERAL-  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 
FOIPA 

DELETED  PAGE  INFORMATION  SHEET 


No  Duplication  Fees  are  charged  for  Deleted  Page  In  formation  Sheet(s). 

Total  Deleted  Page(s)  ~  2 
Page  16  — -  Duplicate 
Page  IT  ~  Duplicate 


FBI 


TRANSMIXJ^IA:, 
CD  Teletype 
CD  Facsimile  - 
Q£j  AIRTEL  


PRECEDENCE: 
Q  Immediate 
I   1  Priority 
r*}  Routine 


CLASSIFICATION. 
□  TOP  SECRET 
Q  SECRET 
CD  CONFIDENTIAL 
CD  UNCLAS  E  F  T  0 
CD  UNCLAS 

Date  12/18/80 


To:  Director,  FBI 
Ur^m^ 


nPiNVRR    (44B-NEW)  (RUC) 
'  •     -         BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS' 

(00:.     BOSTON)  " 


ATTENTION: 

CRIMINAL  INVESTIGATIVE  DIVISION 
£3  CIVIL  RIGHTS  SECTION 
Q  DOMESTIC  SECURITY  AND 

TERRORISM  SECTION 
CD  PERSONAL  AND  PROPERTY 
CRIMES  SECTION 
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'  b7C 


f) 

©<CR 


a  el  q  dih 


QDAMV 

□  EID     CD  Bomb  Threats 


□  CRA-64 
CD  PA     CDPE     QPF  QE 

□  CAA 

□  AP     CDIWFC     QCWAA  QFI 


Summary  of  Complaint:  Victim  state's  excessive  force  was  used 
against  hinr  at  Boston,  Mass..  on  "Black  Sunday' 


V-50 


INDICES 

ACTION 
(2)-  Bureau  (RM 


CD  See  Summary 


DEC  22  1980 


(Encs.  4) 


l{^^NoVurther  action  being  taken  and 

HM  enclosed  Copy  to:  gp  USA',  Boston^ 

2  -  Boston   (Encs.  2  f  (RMO  fd"376  (Enc.  to  LHM)  Q  Secret  Service  _ 

1  -  Denver                    CD  LHM  being  submitted  O  ATF  _ 

RD?^Gjuwao  100-     a  ReP°rt  beinS  submitted  Q  - 

( 5         'JHTv  *j  v  fy^lQ^Preliminary  investigation  instituted 

~l   I  Limited  investigation  instituted 
Q  Investigation  continuing 


MAR  2  3  migfrtf 

Approved-  ' 


Transmitted 


(Number), 


(Time) 


Per 


In  Reply,  Please  Refer  to 


STATES  £)  EEAJRT M Ej& T  OE  J^rlGE 


FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 

Deriver.,  Colorado 
December  18,  198,0 


BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS 
POKfCE  DEPARTMENT; 
JMAYOR  .OF  BOSTON  M.  WHITE,; 
FORMER  GOVERNOR  OF 
MASSACHUSETTS  MICHAEL  DUKAS,; 
"     J  1 -  VICTIM 

\±vil  riOM>  ^        '     ;  \  - 


Oh  December  1Q.,  1980.,  | 
of  -the  following.:  , 

-  .     "In*  JEebruarv  of  a9?5>  on^  "felack^  Sunday"    (exact;  date 
unknown) J  [was  assaulted  by;  various  law  erif drcpment  agencies. 

The  alleged  assault,  took  place  in  front  of  the* South  Boston 
High  School w  ^  "  " 


this  a^sauit; 


'also  believes^  the  JBpston  JPBI  was  present  at 
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He  acpuses  the  following  .agencies: 

r  "  .  The  Boston  police  Department         "  ;  .    _  , 

teayor-  of  Boston  M.  White 

JFprmer  Governor  o^  Massachusetts-  Michael  pakas 

Records  of  his  injuries  can,  be,  obtained  from  the  Gounty 
HQspijtal-,  iDorchestfer,  Massachusetts  .> 


,      The  following  description;  of 
tion  and  interview : 


Name 

Present  Address 


]was  1ta£en  by  obsefva^ 


Denver,,  co drorada— g/yv5^ 


T>is  document  cohtainTirex^-fer^^^ 
conclusions  of  -the  FBI.     Iti  iVs  the  property  of  -the  FBI 
and  is  loaned  to  your  agency;  jLt  and  its  contents  are  hot. 
to  be-  distriTbuted  outside,,  your  agency.  '  _  „ 


BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS 
POLICE  DEPARTMENT; 


Former  Address 

Date  of  ^iiith, 
^Hexgn^  . 
Weight 
Eyes 
„Hair 

Employment 

Massachusetts  Drivers 

License  Number 
Military 

Military  Identifi- 
cation Number 


[ 


Street 


South,  Boston /  Massachusetts 


Unemployed 


Records  .of  the  Denver  Office  of  the  FBI  contain  no- 
information  idehtif iable.  with  subjects  or  victim-.,  1  ~ 


Memorandum 


To      :     DIRECTOR,  FBI 
AC,  JgpSTON  ( 


Subject  \ 


BOSTON!  MASS.  POL1 
MAYOR  ©F  BOSTON  MS- 
FORMER-IGQMEBN-OR  OF  MASSACHUSETTS , 
MICHAElM)UKAS.: 


DEPARTMENT 
ITE. 


CIVIL  RIGHTS 
(00:  Boston) 


T- VICTIM 


Date  1/26/81 


Re  Denv^fc  letter  and  LHM,   dated  12/18/80 


Enclosed  for  the  Bureau  are  four  (4)  copies,  and 
for  Denver  one  (1)  copy  of  an  LHM  reflecting  opinion  of 
office  of  USA,  Boston  (to  which  a  copy  of  the  LHM  will  be 
sent  regarding  this  case). 


\A 


Bureau  (Ends.  47 
Denver  (Encl.  1) 
1  -  Boston  (44-2952) 
RTM:mkm 
"(4) 


-jo 


MAR  2  Zm\$$f 
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U.S.  Department  of  Justice 

Federal  Bureau  of-Investigation 
Boston ,  Massachusetts 


In  Reply,  Please  Refer  to 
File  No. 
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January.  26,  1981 


BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS  POLICE  DEPARTMENT, 
MAYOR  OF  BOSTON  M.  WHITE, 
FORMER  GOVERNOR  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 
MICHAEL  DUKAS: 

I  I-  VICTIM  


On  January  6T  1981,  Assistant  United  States  Attorney  (AUS 


that  [ 


if*.   . 

J  was  advised  by  Special  Agent  |  L 
]had  advised  the  Denver  Office  of 


the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  that  he  was  assaulted  by 
law  enforcement  officers  in  Boston,  Massachusetts,  in  February, 
1975  on  "Black  Sunday"  in  front  of  South  Boston  High  School. 


AUSA 


  advised  that  no  investigation,  of  this 

complaint  was  warranted  since  it  occurred  in  February  of 
1975. 
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NOR  CONCLUSIONS  OF  THE  FBI.     IT  IS  THE  PROPERTY 
OF  THE  FBI  AND  IS  LOANED  TO  YOUR  AGENCY;   IT  AND 
ITS  CONTENTS  ARE  NOT  TO  BE  DISTRIBUTED  OUTSIDE 
YOUR  AGENCY. 
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DIRECTOR,  FBI 

(ATTN:  CIVIL  RIGHTS  SECTION) 


SAC,  BOSTON  (44A-2952) 


CHANGED  , 
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[ 


VERNOR„OF~MASSACHUSEITS, 
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Title  marked  "Changed"  to  show  true  identity  and 
aliases  of  subjects.     Title  formerly  carried  as  "BOSTON,  MASS. 
POLICE  DEPARTMENT;  MAYOR  OF  BOSTON  M.  WHITE;  FORMER  GOVERNOR  OF 
MASS.  MICHAEL  DUKAS : I  I  -  VICTIM;  CIVIL  RIGHTS". 

Re  Boston  airtel  and  LHM  to  the  Bureau,  1/26/81. 

Enclosed  for  the  Bureau  are  four  copies  of  an  LHM 
captioned  as  above.  One  copy  of  LHM  disseminated  to  USA,  Boston. 

One  copy  of  above  LHM  is  being  furnished  to  Denver 
for  information  since  fvifc/f&mVcurrently  resides  in  Colorado. 
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U.S.  Department  of  Justice 

*  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 


In  Reply,  Please  Refer  to 
File  No. 


Boston,  Massachusetts 
September  30,  1981 


BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS  POLICE  DEPARTMENT; 
MAYOR  OF  BOSTON  KEVIN  WHITE;  < 
FORMER  GOVERNOR  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 
MICHAEL  DUKAKIS: 
I  I-  VICTIM 

CIVIL  RIGHTS 


Reference  is  made  to  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
(FBI)  memorandum  dated  January  26,  1981,  at  Boston,  Massachusetts, 


.b6 
b7C 


On  September  24,  1981,  the  following  letter  from 

I  General  Delivery,  Denver,  Colorado  80202, 


victim,   

was  received  at  tne  boston  Office: 


am 


_  FEDERAL .  BUREAU  OE  INVESTERGATION 


JOSTON  MASS  _  m  m  , . . 

-JOHN  F  KENNEDY  BUILDING  _~ 
..FEDERAL  BUILDING  02203  ^ 


ENCLOSED  FIND  FORMS  SENT  JTO,  MILATLTHE  JYMCA,  WERE^I,  HAVE  BEEN  STAYING,  SINGE  EARLY  _i 


_   THIS  YEAR  AFTER  BEING  DRIVEN  OUT  OF^ MASS JL JIAVE  A5KED  YCmjOFFICE  JO  IX)  SOME___j 

  INVE.   IGATIVE  WORK  INREGARDS  TO  THE  FOLLOWING,  AND. SINCE, I  HAVE  BEEN. IN. COLORADO- J 

I  HAVE  BEEN  JAILED  ASSUALTED  IN  THE  POST  OFFICES  RECIEVED  A  BROKEN  SHOULDER  BEEN— * 
^.^INTERVIEWED  BY  PEOPLE  PROCLAIMING  TO  BE  DOCTORS  ETC,  NOW  BACK  TO. TODAY.  THIS  MEMO-  j 

—IS  AGAIN  TO  CONFRONT  YOUR  OFFICES  WITH  THE  FACTS  AGAIN  AND  OF  C0UR6E  THIS  IS  NO  joj 

i 

^.IF  IT,  IS-  PERHAPS.  .YOU  CAN  LET  MELIN  ON,  QT..  SINCE  I  CALLED  YOUR  SOCALLED  OFFICES  «~  « 

—  IN  BOSTON  TO  REPORT  THE  DRUG  TRAFFICKING  IN  THE  MANY  BUILDINGS  AND  CALL  ME*  WHAT~Y01 
,,^JJILL  I  STILL  STAND  ON  MY  WORD  AND  AGAIN  I  DONOT  GIVE  A  DAM  WHOM  IS  CONNECTED  TO—  1 

-^WHOM  AND  THE  DISMISSALL  FROM  MY  JOB  AT  I  I  IS  STILL  UNFOUNDED  BY  AT, 


LEAST  THIS  PERSON.  AS  I  FELL  THIS  DRUG  TRAFFICKING  MY  JUST  MAY  STILL  BE  GOING  ON-  f 

AND  THEN  OF  COURSE  MAY  BE  IT  ANT  OR  JUST  MAYBE  ITS  TO  LATE.  I  ALSO  ASKED  TO'*  — —  ■ 
HAVE  SEVERAL  PERSONS  INVESTIGATED,  ALSO  HAVE  MADE  A  REQUEST  TO  HAVE  THE  INCEDENTS 
SURROUNDING  THE  BLACK  SUNDAY  OUTSIDE  OF  SOUTH  BOSTON  HIGH  AND  THE  DRUGING  .  J^c  _ 

OF  BOTH  LAW  INFORCEMENT  PERSONNEL  AND  OTHERS  TO  BE  CHECKED  STILL  WAITNG  YOUR  REPLY. 

WITH  WARM  REGARDS  *   , 


BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS  POLICE  DEPARTMENT; 
MAYOR  OF  BOSTON  KEVIN  WHITE; 
FORMER  GOVERNOR  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 
MICHAEL  DUKAKIS : 

□  -  VICTIM 


CIVIL  RIGHTS" 


The  above  letter  has  been  acknowledged  by  separate  b6 
communication.  hi 

If  no  further  action  is  contemplated  by  the  Department 
of  Justice,  the  complainant  and  victim  should  be  notified  as 
follows: 


uenerai  Delivery 
Denver,  Colorado  80202 
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Aiytel 


TO:        SAC,  Boston  (92-2202) 


1-  FOP 


Iff  /^5±3-J 


AR-HOBBS  ACT 


2/24/75" 


r 


ReBStel  2/21/75,  and  Biitelcal  2/24/75. 

This,  will  confirm  reButelcal  'wherein  you 
were  advised  that  travel  of  SA;  Robert  E#  Sheehan  to 

[  Florida,  for  the  purpose  of  interviewing 
I  was  not  justified  and,  therefore,  not  authorized; 
The  Tampa  division  is  to  ber  expeditiously  furnished  back-  be 
ground  information  concerning  this  matter  and  requested  b?c 
to  conduct  necessary  interview* 

The  Bureau  is  to  be  kept  apprised  of  all 
pertinent  developments  in  this  matter. 


NOTE;     ReButelcal  made  to  Supervisor  [ 


]by 


ELRMrtaw  -*-> 


f 


•p..  AD  Adro.  ^ 
>p.  AO  Inv.  =^ 
t.  Pir,; 

Imin.  ——^zitjTTl 
>mp.  Sy s*.  jj^^r 
Affairs  , — - 
les  SC  Com. 
n.  Inv.  ,t-L--'--r 
jnt,  ^  ,«L  t^t-.u- 
•  pectiort  -r_7xi..n- 


S oratory 
on/i  Eypl*  i» 
Inv, 


ipfione-Rm.  _- 


MAILED  7 

FEB  ,2  4 1975 


TEBETYPE  UNIT  CZ3 


CfPO  95^-545 
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FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 

'CQMMHNJCATIONS  SECTION 


NR002    BS  CODE 
12:50PM  URGENT 
TO:  DIREC 

FROM:  BOSTON  ^92-2202 
KEVIN  H.SfHITE; 


FEB  2 1 1975  ^ 

TELETYPE 

FEBRUARY  21,  1975  DAD 


J 


AR-  HA. 


6° 


6 


b6 
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Aasoc,  Dir.  _ 
Dcp.-A.D.-Ad] 
Dep.-A.D.-Inv 

Asst,  Dir.: 

Admin  

Comp.  Syst 
Ext  Affairs 
Piles  &  Comi 
Gen,  Inv.  jzl 
Ident 

Inspection  _ 
InielL 

Laboratory  _ 
Plan.  &  Eva! 

Spec  Inv. .  

Training  

Legal  Coun.  ~ 
Telephone  Km 
Director  Sec'y 


FOR  INFORMATION  BUREAU,   USA  BOSTON  RECEIVED  INSTANT  CASE 
VIA  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,  WASHINGTON,  D. C.  I 
PROMINENT  REFUSE  DEALER  BOSTON,  ALLEGES  HE  AND 


} 


THEN 


|0F  NATION-WIDE  REFUSE  FIRM  OF  SAN  IT  AS,  GAVE 
KEVIN  H.  WHITE  $1  0,000  IN  CASH  IN  LATE  1971,  DURING  WHITE'S 
CAMPAIGN  FOR  RE-ELECTION  AS  MAYOR  OF  BOSTON,     TO  SOLIDIFY  THEIR 
POSITION  RE  BIDS  FOR  1972  REFUSE  CONTRACTS  WITH  CITY  OF  BOSTON; 
THAT  WHITE  INDICATED  THAT  SOME  OF  THE  OTHER  REFUSE  COMPANIES 
DOING  BUSINESS  WITH  THE  CITY  OF  BOSTON  WERE  NOT  DOING  THE 
RIGHT  THING  AND  THAT  HE,  WHITE,  WOULD  FIX  THE^lJ  THAT  BIDS  FOR  1972-74 
REFUSE  WERE  RIGGED,  CONTRACTORS  MAKING  EXCESS  ^ROFITS. 
ALSO  ALLEGES  SAN IT AS  GAVE 


b6 
b7C 
b7D 


[ 


 --Him  — yx)  7  

3  2000  SHARES  0FJ  STQXK  IN  RSEjUSj:  ..COMPANY, 


SAID  STOCK  ISSUED  IN  NAME  OF  A  NOMINEE  PROVIDED  BY 


ttJ  25 


1975 


PAGE  TWO        BS  92-2202 

WHITE  CURRENTLY  MAYOR  OF  BOSTON  SEEKING  RE-ELECTION  AND 
INDICATIONS  ARE  HE  IS  A  PROMINENT  CONTENDER  FOR  A  VICE- PRESIDENTIAL 
SLOT  IN  THE  NEXT  NATIONAL  ELECTION. 


1  CURRENTLY  IN  |  |  FLORIDA,  TAMPA 


DIVISION,   IS  ONLY  POSS'lBLE  LIVE  WITNESS  AVAILABLE  TO 
CORROBORATE  I  I     USA  JAMES  GABRIEL,  BOSTON,  ADAMANT  IN 

REQUESTING  'Sty  ROBERT  E.   SHEEHAN,  BOSTON  DIVISION,  PERSONALLY 

CD 

HANDLE  INTERVIEW  OF  I  1     SA  SHEEHAN  HANDLING  INSTANT 

INVESTIGATION  WITH  USA  GABRIEL'S  SPECIAL  UNIT  ON  CORRUPTION. 

« 

BUREAUrjA UT HOR IT Y  REQUESTED    FOR  SA  SHEEHAN  TO  TRAVEL 


TO  TAMPA-  'DIVISION  AND  HANDLE   INTERVIEW. 


END. 

JDR 

FBIHQ  CLR 


be 
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optional  form  no.  10 

MAY  VU2<<,D'l tO N.- 


MAY V^42'<X>lftOM» 

os a  g(n.  ho.  no;  J  7  _ 

'United  states  government 

Memorandum 


0 


TO 


Mr.  Gebhardt 


DATE: 


from    ;  R.  E.  Long 


SUBJECT:  KEVIN  H .  T&IITE ,  _M&XQR, 

AWl-RACKETEERING-HOBBS  ACT 


2/24/75 

1-  Mr.  Gebhardt 
1-  Mr .  Long 

1- 1  1 


OP 


Assoc.  Dir. 
Dep.  AD  AdV 
Dep.  AD  Inv. 
Asst.  Dir.: 

Admin.   

Com  p.  Syst.  . 
Ext.  Affairs  , 
Files  &  < 
Gen.  Inv} 
Went. 

Inspection  

Intell.  . 
Laboratory  H 
Plan.  &  Eval, 

Spec.  Inv.  

b  6  Training  

h  7  C  ial  Coon.  ^_ 
Telephone  Rffl. 
Director  Sec'y 


This  is  to  advise  of  a  Hobbs  Act  investigation 
currently  being  conducted  by  our  Boston  office  wherein  a  _ 
request  has  been  made  that  authority  be  granted  for_a"stfecia0>6 
Agent  (SA)  assigned  to  Boston  office  to  travel  to  |  |  b7c 

Florida,  Tampa  division,,  to  interview  pertinent  / 


wTEness.  General  Investigative  Division  disagrees  with  Bosifon 
as  there  are  no  unusual  circumstances  relating  to  interview^  nor 
information  in  possession  of  Boston  which  can  not  be  readMv-^ 
furnished  to  Tampa.  * 


This  investigation  was  based  on  receipt  of 
iho°S£f^S  fron^U.  S.  Attorney   (USA)  JamesJdabr-igl  .  Ro^^  rJ£A  c,  c 


who  advised  that_J 

a  nation-wide  refuse  r'irnray  the  name  Sahitas, 


in  Boston,  has  alleged  that  he  and  J 
I  l9£  a  nation-wide  refuse  f 


T 


both  then 

he 

«    _  b7C 

..   ,  }£!£$>1T> 

positions  regarding  bids  for  the  1972  refuse  contracts  with  $Lcu 
the  City  of  Boston.    I  Lalaa  alleged  that  c^*, 


gave  Kevin  H.,  White  $10,000  in  cash  in  late  1971.  This 
payment  was  made  to  White  to  solidify  f 


[ 


I  ■  if  ^uu"  snares  or  stock  in  refuse  company. 

Tni£_S±Dck  was  issued  in  the  name  of  a  nominee  provided  by 


[ 


J  who  is  currently  in 


according  to  the  .USA,  BostonTTs  "tne'on'ly-indiv'idual  'available 
to  corroborate  information  furnished  by  |  ytf^  ' 

allegedly  witnessed  payoffs  in  this  matter.     USA,  Boston,  has 
adamantly  requested  that  Boston  case  Agent,  RgbeggB r^ehan*; 
travel  to  Florida  to  handle  interview  with  I  I     USA  made 

request  due  to  fact  he  is  familar  with  Sheehan's  investigative 
abijityv,  considers  this  a  crucial  interview  and  feels  -Sheehah"'" 
is  the  best  man  to  handle  investigation.  However/  this  appears 
to  be  no  reason  why  Tampa  could  not  interview '  1 
receipt  of  background  from  Boston. 


be 

b7 
b7 


C 

d  ; 


] after 


ELR:m 

^  0  MAR  5W 


CONTINUED  -  OVER 


\ 


6 


Long  to  Gebhardt  Memeo. 


Of  interest  is  that  Mayor  White  is  presently 
seeking  re-election  as  Mayor  of  Boston  and  has  been  the 
subject  of  recent  speculations  as  a  prominent  contender  for  the 
Democratic  vice-presidential  nominee  in  1976. 

ACTION ;     Boston  is  being  advised  that  travel  of  SA  Sheehan  is 
not  justified  and  a  lead  is  to  be  forwarded  expeditiously  to 
Tampa  to  interview  Wipfler. 


2  - 
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UNITED  STATES 


loi-n.e     C~  J  ^ 

TES  GOryNMENT' 

Memorandum 


TO 


FROM 


SUB 


DIRECTOR,  FBI 


AC,  BOSTON  (92-2202)  (P) 


date:  if/21/75 


KEVINS.  4/HITE^ 

AR-HOBBS  ACT 
(00:  BOSTON) 


// 


be 

b7C 


4/15/75. 


Re  Bureau  airtel,  2/24/75;  0-1  form,  dated 


Following  background  in  instant  case  set  forth 
for  information  of  Bureau . 


Case  opened  2/75,  Boston  Division,  after 
interview  by  Bureau  Agent  of  |  |>  formerly 

active  in  waste  disposal  companies,  who  said  in  1971  he 
paid  $10,000  personally  to  Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE,  Boston,  in 
connection  with  WHITE fS  then  campaign  for  re-election. 
I  1  described  the  payment's  as  a  campaign  contribution, 

feeling  the  cash  payments  would  solidify  Sanitas 1 ,  the 
waste  disposal  company  for  which  he  worked,  position  in 
forthcoming  City  of  Boston  bids .     In  giving  the  money  to 
WHITE, [  | described  it  as  a  campaign  contribution, 

WHITE  indicating  some  of  the  other  contractors  did  not 
do  the  right  thing.     The  cash,  was  obtained  from  another 
company  account,  said  company  .billing  the  Sanitas  subsidiary 
for  the  funds  via  false  vouchers.     Sanitas  and  several  other 
companies  successfully  bid  on  the  1972  Boston  Contract,  bid 
prices  established  via  joint  effort  of  alleged  competing 
companies  and  including  profit  of  about  $150,000  over 
normal  profit.    |  1  had  no  indication  the  Mayor  or  any 

city  official  aware  of  rigged  bids  or  exorbitant  profit  -~p 
figure .  g£  IP!  REC_3f .^X^J  £5\ 3><^J 


b6 
b7C 
b7D 


[ 


I  also  reported  giving  2  ,000  shares  in 
another  company  |  H?  Reclamation  ^y^Jp^mgg  ^I^c . 

(RS),  for  what  foe.  I  L  paid  (16$  per  share,  stock  then 

valued  at  $10  per  share,  current  value  2$  pte^a^ha^) 


-  Bureau 
2  -  Boston 
RES/lm 


(4) 


w   Buy  U.S.  Savings  Bonds  Regularly  on  the  Payroll  Savings  Plan 

A  N  1  ? 


BS  92-2202 


company  did  work  for    in  state  buildings , I  1 

claiming  |  | gave  him  no  edge,  insisting  on  quality 

performance .     Per  I  J1  S  request,  stock  issued  and 

mailed  to  I  Pof  Rhode  Island.  Investigation 


determined  I  I  declared  legally  incompetent  because 

of  senility  and  it  appears  doubtful  he  can  appear  before 
a  Grand  Jury;     The  Statute  of  Limitations  wiil  bar 
prosecution  of  |  ~L  9/28/75  re  which  USA  made  aware. 


I  I  claimed  to  have  made  cash  available  to 

Sanitas  subsidiaries  in  Tampa,  Atlanta,  and  Detroit, 
saying;,  payments  made  to  company  officials,  he  not  aware 
as  to  purpose  of  cash. 


bb 
b7C 

b7D 


had  no  specifics  re  other  refuse  contractors 
making  cash  payments  to  WHITE.    I  "I  another 

Sanitas  I  I  said  he  was  told  two  (2)  other  refuse 

contractors  made  contributions  to  WHITE  less  than  $10,000. 
I  ~lacknowledged  $10,000  cash  contribution  made  to 

WHITE  but  there  is  no  consistency  between  he  and  I  1 
as  to  how  concept  of  payment  originated. 

Data  re  above  came  to  light  via  SEC  investigation 


of  Sanitas.  \ 


^originally  provided  data  re  instant  case 


in  May,  19  74  to  SDNY  Department  officials,  subsequently 
being  interviewed  by  attorneys  from  the  Fraud  Section  of 
the  Department,  SDNY,  and  District  of  Mass.  He  was  made 
available  for  FBI  and  IRS  interview,  1/30/75. 

USA,  Boston  extremely  reluctant  to  conduct  open 
investigation  re  WHITE  allegations  in  absence  of  specifics 
that  would  develop  prosecutable  violation,  feeling  data  not 
solid  enough  to  openly  proceed  without  possibly  harming 
WHITE'S  chances  in  the  forthcoming  mayoralty  campaign  a&& 
a  possibility  of  WHITE fS  obtaining  a  slot  on  the  National 
Democratic  ticket  as  Vice-President*  Pursuant  to  said 
policy,  AUSA  in  special  unit  handling  political  payoffs  . 
wants  to  proceed  initially  via  subpoena  of  construction 
companies 1  books  and  records  to  determine  if  a  generation 


2. 


BS  92-2202 


of  cash  to  WHITE  can  be  located.     Indications  are  that 
said  action  will  occur  within  next  two  weeks;  has  been 
awaiting  IRS  audit  results  at  Sanitas  which  will  be 
available  week  of  U/21/75* 

Boston  Office  feels  instant  case  has  little 
prosecutive  potential  for  following  reasons : 

1.  )  Both  I  | describe  payment 
to  WHITE  as  a  politxcal  contrxbution. 

2 .  )  No  records  re  contributions  to  WHITE  b 
campaign  available  for  final  election,  19  71*     The  laws 

in  Mass.  at  that  time  permitted  destruction  of  such  records 
after  18  months. 

3.  )|  |  claimed  stock  deal  with  I  H  

resulted  only  from  desire  to  solidify  himself  with  I  H 
as  distinguished  from  pay-off. 

 To  date,  sole  investigation  has  consisted  of 

I  I  interviews  ■>  efforts  to  locate  WHITE 

campaign  records,  and  documentation  of  I  I  stock  data. 

Upon  receipt  of  books  and  recor ds  of  contractors , 
analysis  will  be  made,  necessary  interviews  conducted,  and 
report  submitted. 


.FD-263  /£cv.  1-7.72)  .  * 
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TITLE  OF  CASE  (fg^> 

REPORT  MADf:  OY 

TYPE 

KEVIN       WHITE | 

.bo 

ROBERT  E.  SHEEHAN 

po 
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CHARACTER  OF  CASE 

AR  -  HOBBS  ACT 


REFERENCES:    Tampa  airtel  to  Boston  (IQ),  3/5/75. 

Boston  letter  to  Bureau,  4/21/75. 


-  P  - 


LEADS 


BOSTON 


AT  BOSTON.  MASS, 


Will  confer  with  USA  JAMES  GABRIEL  prior  to 
conducting  further  investigation. 


CONVIC 


APPRO V 


ACCOMPLISHMENTS  CLAIMED  O  NONE 


FINES 


RECOVERIES 


SPECIAL  AGENT 
IN  CHARGE 


ACQUIT- 
TALS 


CASE  HAS  BEEN: 

PENDING  OVER  ONE  YEAR  CJyCS  (  \* 
PENDING  PROSECUTION 

OVER  SIX  MONTHS  C3YG:S  CD'' 


DO  NOT  WRITE  IN  SPACES  BELOW 


COPI 


-  Bureau 

1  -  USA,  Boston,  Mass, 

2  -  Boston  (92-2202) 
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ADMINISTRATIVE : 


> 

■      USA,  Boston  has  been  extremely  reluctant  to 
conduct  open  investigation  re  WHITE  allegations  in 
absence  of  specifics  that  would  develop' a  prosecutable 
vxolatxon,  feeling  data  .not  solid  enough  to  openly 
proceed  without  possibly  harming  WHITE?s  chances  in  ' 
the  forthcoming  mayoralty  campaign  and  a  possibility  *>6 
of  WHITE  s  obtaining  a  slot  on  the  National  Democratic  b7c 
ticket  as  Vice-President-.     Pursuant  to  said  policy,  b7D 
AUSA  I  I  wants  to  proceed  initially  via  subpoena  of  con- 

struction companies*  books  and  records  to  determine  if  a 
generation  of  cash  to  WHITE'  can  be  located.    This  action 
was  anticipated  oh  receipt. of  IRS  audit  reports  at  S ANITAS 
but  Boston  Office  will  not  proceed  in  the  absence  of  a 
discussion  with  USA  GABRIEL  in  view  of  what  appears  to\ 
be  conflicts  in  I  fs  data  re  coming  up  with  a  donation 

to  solidfy  position  re  1972  contract  when  there  was  no 
contract  from  time  of  the  election  until  1974. 
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Synopsis: 


.ANTI  RACKETEERING  -  HOBBS  ACT 


[ 


]said  he  decided  to  make  a  $10,000 


contribution  to  Mayor  KEVIN  H.  WHITE  * s  1971  campaign  . 
for  re-election  as  Mayor  of  Boston  to  solidify  Sanitas4, 
a  waste  disposal  company,  position  in  the  1972  bids; 
said  |  L  then  I  I  JAMES  A.  FREANEY 

Company  (JAF),  a  waste  disposal  subsidiary  of  Sanitas, 
agreed  with  him  to  make  $10,000  contribution;  that 
I  I  and  he  gave  WHITE  personally  two  $5,000  cash 

ins tal lment s .  money  coming  from  payment  bv  JAF  of  fraudulent 

1  another  company L 


vouchers  to[ 
WHITE,  perf 


1 


,  _   r  referred  to  other  contractors  as 

ra  couple  of  sons  of  bitches1'  who-  did  not  do  the  right 
thing  and  that  WHITE  was  going  to  fix  them*  [ 


be 

b7C 
b7D 


described  payments  as  being  made  in  the  Fall  of  1971; 
said  contractors  met  in  1972  to  rig  bids  then  being 
submitted,  he  representing  Sanitas » I  I  not  trusted 

by  other  contractors;  that  contractors  would  bid  districts 
knowing  they  would  get  back  districts  serviced  bv  them  the 
previous,  years  -  I  I  also  said  he  crave  J  Jy 


also  said  he  gave] 


^2,000  shares 


or  stocic  in  Reclamation  Systems  (RS)  for  /16c  per  share. 

stock  then  selling  for  $10  per  share;  that  I  1  

wanted  this  stock  in  the  name  of  a  nominee*,  one  I  I 
Records  reflect  that  on  9/28/70  2,000  shares  of  RS  stock 
transferred  from  I  lhas 


been  described  as  senile  by  an  MP  and  a  Probate  Court 
has  appointed  a  guardian  for  I  ~|    Only  records 
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located  1971  contributions  to  WHITE  campaign  pertained 
to  the  primary,  none  located  relating  to  the  final  run 
of f .     No  record  in  those  records  located  of  contribution 
from I  I «  Sanitas  or  JAF.    I  I 


disputesl  fs  story  re  WHITE  contributions;  claims 

WHITE'S  office  and  then  WHITE  himself  requested  con- 
tributions  from  him, I  I  he  then  going  to  I  H 

who  approved  paying  the  $10,000*    I  H  said  he  was 

present  when  the  first  $5,000  payment  was  made  to  WHITE 
but  not  on  the  second  occasion;  that  he  knows  of  rio 
meetings  of  contractors  to  fix  bids  and/or  swap  districts; 
that  I  I did  not  know  what  figure  he  actually  submitted, 

as  a  bid;  that  companies  got  their  old  districts  back, 
JOSEPH  CASAZZA,  Commissioner  of  Public  Work  for  Boston, 
asking  JAF  to  take  back  old  district,  wanting*  to  avoid 
problems  by  having  experienced  companies  in  the  districts ^6 
that  a  big  factor  requiring  the  switching  was  union  b7C 
negotiations,  requiring  performance  on  the  new  contracts  hiD 
to  be  initiated  almost  immediately  upon  award*   I  ~l 
was  aware  that  JAF  funds  were  being  paid  based  on  fraudulent 
I       Unvoices  when  work  never  performed ♦     CASAZZA  said 
contracts  were  awarded  by  the  City  of  Boston  in  March, 
1971  and  not  again  until  March,  1974,  conflicting  with 
I  f s  claim  that  the  $10,000  was  paid  in  the  Fall  of. 

1971  to  assist  Sanitas  in  connection  with  contracts  to  be 
awarded  in  1972 ♦     CASAZZA  described  necessity  of  switching  . 
districts  in  1971  as  did  I  L  pointing  out  that  the 

city  changed  its  fiscal  period  by  1974  and  contracts  no 
longer  coincide  with  union  contract  terminations. 
CASAZZA  noted  that  factor -and  the  consolidation  of  garbage 
and  refuse  resulted  in  substantial  savings  in  the  city  of 
Boston.     He  said  he  has  never  approached  contractors  to 
obtain  or  discuss  campaign  contributions  for  Mayor  WHITE* 
Background  information  set  forth; 

-  P  - 


Details: 
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This  investigation  was  predicated  upon 
receipt  of  the  following  information  bv  Assistant 
United  .States  Attorney  (AUSA)  I  "I  District 

of  Massachusetts,  * at  Boston:  * 


I  I  was  an  |  J  of  Sanitas  , 

Inc.,  a  National  Waste  Disposal  Company  and  in  this 
capacity  apparently  handled  pay  offs,  using  as  a  source 
of  funds  an  account  of  a  company  called I  I 

I  which  company  was  also  I  I  A 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  investigation  de- 
termined that  approximately  |  | 
I      L  by  Sanitas  and/or  subsidiaries  to  generate  cash 
for  illegal  pay  offs.  I  I  told  AUSAl       Hof  the  U.S. 


ho 
b7C 


he 

hlC 
hlD 


Attorney's  Office  in  the  Southern  District  of  New  York 
that  -he, |  |  paid  $10,000  to  Mayor  WHITE  of  Boston, 

also  making  a  payment  of  stock  to  the|  | 
I  I was  granted  immuni t y 

by  the  U.S.  Department  of  Justice  exclusive  of  a  False 
Filing  violation  pertaining  to  jSEC  .and  perjury  matters. 


2 


^       ■  •  .  v 

FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATYl! 


Dato  of  transcription-. 


2/6/75 


was  interviewed  iti  the 

i  i 

Of Hice  of  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District 
of  Massachusetts ,  at  which  time,,  he  provided  the  fol- 
lowing information : 


In  1969 , 


],  originally  located  in  [_ 


Massachusetts,  subsequently  moving  to  [ 


i 


handled  container-compact  units  for  waste  collection 
and  did  a  small  amount  of  janitorial  services .  In 


he 

hlC 
hlD 


James  A.  Freaney >  Incorporated  ( JAF) ,  was  a 
waste  disposal  company  ope  ratine  primarily  in  the  City 
of  Boston*    I  1  Sanitas  purchased 

JAF,  actually  acquiring  two  companies,  waste  disposal 
as  well  as  an  independent  company  that  leased  equipment 

I  to  JAF,     JA?  at  that  time,  probably  19  59-1970,  had  a 
contract  for  waste  disposal  with  the  City  of  Cos  ton  for 
the  downtown  area.     This  contract  had  a  big  plus  in  that 
it  would  service  independent  contracts  >  i.e..  businesses 
in  the  downt^"  area  and  dump  freely  at  either  the  Roxbury 
City  Du»vv  or  the  Soston  incinerate  r  ♦  .   This  advantage  was 
rirf  Lhe  result  of  any  payoff  but*  rathe'r  established  pro- 
cedure for  many  years  ♦     It.  resulted  in  a  large  ■  prof  it 
factor  on  serving  independent  accounts,  other  contractors 
not  able  to  successfully  compete  because  of  the  free  dump 
privileges  that  went  with  the  contract  of  the  City  of 

.  Boston,  for  that  special  area  <>    The  purchase  by  Sanitas  of 


Interviewed  on 


1/3G/75 


^Boston,  Massachusetts 


-File  f. 


3S  92- 
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by. 


.Dato  dictated  , 
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JAF  was  paid  via  cash,  the  acquisition  of  the  leasing 
firm  in  Sanitas  stock.    I  ~ltold  him  af-t-er  the 

acquisitions  that  former]"  |  was 

a  50  percent  partner  in  the  leasing  company,  via  legal 
fees  rendered,  I  I  receiving  Sanitas  stock  for  his 

share . 


With  the  acquisition  of  JA?./,  Sanitas  realized 

the  profits  in  waste  disposal  and  attempted  to  purchase, 

many  waste  disposal  companies  in  various  parts  of  the 
country,  successfully  acquiring  some.. 

In  1271,  realizing  that  new  contracts  would 
be  awarded  by  the  City  of  Boston  for  w.sta  diroofal,  he 
felt  it  essential  that  JAF  solidify  itself  for' the  bids 
that  would  be  forthcoming  in  February,'  1972,  and  awarded 
the  following  April.     He  talked  with  Attorney [ 
who  was  associated  with  him. in  another  company 


and  a  close. 

friend  of  the  then  Mayor  of  Boston,  V.Z'/m  v.1ilfy£.    He  talked 
about  making  a  contribution  to  tfSITE's  forthcoming 


 ] indicating  he.  thought  this 

also  f  fi  Iked  with 


to"l  

campaign  for  re-election,! 
wo u Id  be  a  good  move.  Ha 

thGn|  |  |  |  agreed  it  would 

be  a  good  idea  to  make,  a  contribution,  both  wanting  to 
go  into  the  bid  strong.     He  noted  that,  the  Boston  Com- 
missioner of  Public.  Works,  JOE  CASAZZA,  did  not  have  to' 
make  awards  to  low  bidders,  adding  that  CASAZZA  was. 
angry  that  he  was  not  made  aware  of  Sani ta_3_!_ac^ui'§ition 

and  he 


of  JAF  until  sometime  after  it  occurred.   

decided  to  make  a  $10,000  contribution,  and  either  he.  or 
|made  an  appointment  to  see  Mayor  WHITE.     This  took 


place,  prior  to  or  about  the.  time  of  the  Primary  election 
in  1971.  I  land  h^  went  into  WHITS' s  off  ice, I  I 


then  having  $5,000  in  cash  which  he, 


an  envelope  and  gave  to 


j  placed  in 


before  going  into  the 


Mayor  s  office.     Ke  wished  .Mayor  WHITE  good  luck  in 
connection  with  the  campaign  and  said  that  they  would 
make  a  contribution  of  $10,000  for  the  campaign,  $5,000 


then  and  $5,000  later. [ 


gave  Mayor  WHITS  the 


•envelope  with  the  $5,000.  He  had  told  WHITE  that 
was 


_   ]  and  is  certain  he  made 

WHIT&  aware  as  to  the.  fact  that  the  money  was  coming 
from  Sanitas.     WHITE  referred  to  other  %c ontz*actors  laying 
that  a  couple  of  the  "sons  of  bitches"  did  not  do  the 
right  thing  and  that  he,  WHITE,  was  going  to  fix  them. 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


Maybe  about  a  -month  later,  l~         I  and  ha  again  went  to 
WHITE'S  office,  f  I  again  turning  over  to  WHITE' 

$5,000  in  cash  in  an  envelope  that  he,  I  [^provided . 

The  cash  provided  WHITE  came  from  an  I  I 
account  and  represented  proceeds  of  a  JAF  check  deposited 
to  said  account  based  on  an  |       |  voucher  to  JAF  for  .some 
type  of  phony  services.    Checks  representing  the  with-  b7c 
d ratals  from I       I  would  be  via  two  or  three  checks  in  odd  b?D 
amounts  payable  in  cash  which'  were  negotiated  at  the 
City  Bank  and  Trust  Company,  Boston,  on  the  day  of  or 
day  prior  to  giving  the  cash  to  WHITE.     The  I       | checks 
would  not  be  in  the  amount  of  $5,000  but  split  into  more 
than  one  check.    This  procedure  of  handling  cash  payments 
via  I       | account  was  initiated  at  the  suggestion  of  Sanitas 

|  and  continued  at  the  direction  of 
I  when  the  latter  obtained  control  of  Sanitas . 


Ke  is  not  aware  of  what  amounts ,  if  any,  other 
waste  disposal  firms  committed  to  Mayor  .WHITE  but  xvas 
under  tHst  impression  that  I 
a  contribution  *    He  also  received  the 


3° 


of  Banco  did  make  b6 
press ion  that 


b7C 


Banco  bandied  its  cash  payments  via  a  cash  fund  maintained 
via  payments  from  customers  who  paid  Banco  in  cash  as 
distinguished  from  checks ♦ 


About  this  time,  he.  recalled  making  $5,000  arid 
•$2,000  cash  contributions  to  the  political  campaign  of 
|  U     These  payments  wore  hand led  the  s 

way,   that  is  the.  funds  represented  a|         Icheck  to  | 
based  on  phony  vouchers,  the I        1  checks  then  being  made- 


3 


payable  to  cash*  These  payments  were  ma 
of /Attorney I  I  now  |  \ 


de  at  the  suggestion 
who  told  him 


]  needed  financial  support,  and  were  approved 


Re  personally  gave  the  money  to[ 


'Attorney  [ 


r 


Jpresent,  asked  for  nothing  and 


received  nothing' in  connection  with  these  contributions* 


bo 

b7C 

b7D 


•  About  two  months  or  so  a^o, 
told  him  he\heard  tha  1 1 


I  contacted 
testified  about 


arid   

payments  to  WHITE,  alleging  some  attorney  reported 


months 

him 
the 

having  a  transcript  of[ 
to  know  if  he  J  I  received 

the  payment  was  a  political  contribution,!  

negatively.  He  also  received  information  that  CASAZZA 
questioned  1 


poi 

b  ]  wanted 

a  letter  acknowledging 

replying 


]s  testimony. 


past  couple  of 'months* 


about  the  $10,000  payment  within  the 


if 
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III  about  February ,   1972,  he  met  with  oth&r     ^  _ 
waste  disposal  contractors  who  had  confcracts~with  the  ~~ 
City  of  Soston.     The,  meeting  took  place  in  I  lf  s 

office  in  South  Boston  and  present  -ware  f  I  of 

Poo  ley  Disposal*:  [ 


 ](ph)  of  M  <*C  Disoosa'l; 

J(ph)  of  Howard  Disposal; 


and  himself*     Other  contractors,  who  had 
been  performing  for  the  City  of  Boston,  United,  Amara 
and  Ryan  Disposal,  were  not  present.    At  this  time,  the 
bid  specifications  had  been  issued  and  an  agreement 
was  made  as  to  who  would  bid  which  districts  and  the 
bid  prices  each  would  submit.     The  bid  price,  would 
include  a  normal  profit  figure  plus  an  additional  profit 


figure  over  and  above  the  normal.  [ 


]and 


]were  the  controlling  individuals,  at  the 


meeting,  noting  that  it  would  not  look  good  if  all  the 
.contractors  bid  low  on  the  districts  they  had  on  the 
previous  contract ,     All  agreed  to  bid  low  on  another 
district, |  | pointing  out  there 

would  be  no  problem  swaping  with  CASAZZA 1  s  approval  after 
the  contracts  had  been  awarded.     The  JA,?  bid  inc. luded 
an  *  additional  profit  figure  of  about  $150, 000 0 


he 

hlC 


did  not  attend  .this  meeting  or  a  subsequent  one,  the 
other  contractors  obviously  not' trusting  him*  Anyone 
knowledgeable  in  the  disposal  business  reviewing  the 
prices  should  have  known    the  bids  contained  unusual 
;profit.     He  noted  that  the  City  of  Boston  contracted 
waste  disposal  services  for  one  and  one-half  million 
dollars  less  in  its  current  contract,  as  distinguished 
from  the  contract  awarded  in  1972,  the  most  recent  con- 
tract not  subject  to  pre -rigged  bids.    At  the  meetings 
at  which  the  bid  prices  were  set,   there  was  no  discussion 
about  anyone  making  contributions  to  WHITE  nor  did  he 
say  anything  about  WHITE* s  comment  concerning  other 
waste  disposal  contractors.     Concerning  CASAZZA,  he 
received  only  indications  that  CASAZZA  was  completely 
honest  and  no  one  got  near  him.   I  I  reportedly 

tried  to  do  so,  unsuccessfully*. 

After  the  bids  were  awarded,  some  of  the  con- 
tractors, including  JAF,  were  allowed  to  switch  back 
,  from  districts  awarded  to  those  handled  in  the  previous 
contract.  |  | talked  with  either  Mayor 

WHITE  or  CASAZZA  to  accomplish  the  witches  on  the  basis 
that  those  formerly  servicing  the  districts  had  the 
proper  equipment  and  could  do  a  better  job  at  the  price 
awarded  than  c  uld  new  comers  to  the  district. 

6 


bo 
b7C 


As  an  example  of  awarding  of  bids ,  |~  I 
I  ~l  a  waste  disposal  company  as  a  subsidiary  for 

Sanitas  and  submitted  a  low,  bid  for  East  Boston  in  1974, 
CASAZZA  awarding  the  bid  to  I  I  when.  I  I 

•  refused  to  permit  the  Teamsters  Union  to  organize  the 
company.     In  1973  J  I  told  |  |he  could  not  bid 


the  City  of  Belmont  because  I  I  had  the  contract.' 


threatened  to  shoot  \  \  after  heated  arguments, 


be 
b7C 


  stating  he,  would  report  the  matter  to  the  Attorney 

General,  |  1  and  he  met  with 

J  in  an  effort  to  resolve  the  dispute, |  | 


not 


backing  down  J      ~|  deciding  to  get  rid  of  I  ~T  Sanitas 

had  difficulties  obtaining  1974  contracts  despite  beinq 
a  lov;  bidder  in  five  districts.     They  did  receive  one 
district  after |  | 


1  conferred  with  CASAZZA.    He  received  no  indi- 


cation  that  the  award  resulted  in  payment  of  money  to 
anyone.         .  - 

* 

In  196')  \       lhad  a  substantial  janitorial  mr>- 
tract  for  the  I 


in  Boston.  [ 


 threatened  to  cancel  the  contract-  for  lack  of 

performance.    I  I  called  him, I  1  upset 

oyer  the  potential  of  losing  this  contract,  he  then 
talking  with  I  |  who  set  up  a  .meeting  between 

I  land  himself,    |  ~h'?as  very  upset  and  appeared 

serious  in  cancelling  the  contract.  .  It  was  a  fact," at 
tihis  time,  that  I      lhad  as  much  as  25  percent  less  people 
working  on  this  contract  than  there  should  have  been,' of 
which ,  p"  I  appeared  aware.     Coupled  with  the  threat 

of  loosing  that  contract  and  the  fact  that  another  bid 
for  a  one  year  contract  was  forthcoming,  which  appeared 
to  always  go  to  the  low  bidder ,  who  c ou Id  be  rejected 
if  not  qualified,,     .he  asked  I  I  for  a  chance  to 

resolve  the  problem.     He  told |  ~|  that  he  would 

get  sufficient  people  in  the  building  to  do  the  job 
right  and  that  he  would  stay  on  top  of  this  problem. 
He  contacted |  |of  Sanitas,  told  him  the  problem, 

and  stressed  the  importance  of  getting  the  job  done  right. 
Over  the  next  several  weeks,  he  .contacted  |  |  who 

acknowledged  an  improvement,  but  said  more  should  be 
forthcoming,  indicating  he  would  go  along  with|     |  for  a 

short  whila  to  see  if  thoy  could  do  the  job  properlv_.  

He  had  |  I  come  up  to- meet  I  ~lto  make  surer 


bb 
b7C 


was  aware  of  his  efforts,  performance  improving,  wnTcTT" 


the  contract""2,  l= '  the  low  bidd**  raving 

he  would  lfvf6^^  cont»?t  award,  he  told  

,UUj  VMS  not.  nscessarv    t-hif-1      I,    u  J  

.lob  or  ho  Mrtlfl^         _:y '  aiaL\  have. 


J  raplyin 


that 


SystW,  Incorporated  .(g)2'^.  ^^/-p^atlon 
16  cents  per  share.   I  UZ, .   'U  J 


to  do  a  good 


him  the  foliowinTday  gnd  cally  contacted 

securities  in         |    X         |V°ld  him  ™*  to  Put  the 
of  a  nominee,  on^l  8 '^.^  rather  "is  name 

was  sollin*  for  Ho  i  <>wi  ^  Cin,5i»  ths  st,ock 

a  few  dollars  oer  shi—      iL  d  lcK  ««ricet  value 

P"     8^ift-  P^sonaiiy  handed 


certificates  to  -  » 


had 


either   

stock  at  .15  cent 


 y/l  i/UL 

sent  a  cneck  to  pay  for  -the 


state  or  municipIl^Sf  .       .  1  "as  the  only 

certificates.    Ke  had  f     *00  h-G  gave  i;S  "cck 

University  as  well  as  "X^.1  s^  to  Francois. 

to  I  L  RS  was  then  in  ?L    *L  ^  ^  ho  S«v*  the* 

:plant  to  handle  s-3 id^  W         P^ss  or.  building  «  ' 

Wand  loccted  in^brldi;  ^S^' 


per  l         '       h1di^^ne  i  th?  Statehouse  $60  weekly, 
 J  .±^^L?f,faid  dividual  not  known' 


to  him.     Ke  did-  reeM  v^k     . S31d  lnd^idual  not 

this  person  was  no "ne  of ^ny*?™"?      ^  Tthat 

came  from  ther^aScou^  TJ ^  This  mon^ 

viously  de'cr,y  7  ,  the  satne  manner  as  he  pre- 

acknowledging  thev  k»t^  \P?  J      °£  Clme'"  no  one  at  I  

one  time  ?cW  I         iWhat  haPPene<*  to  it,  [  L 

and  that.it  was  in°a  ?afe  d  recewd  * 


Che  money 


sidiaries/and'Se  ^m^P'0  disCribut*  to  sub- 

cash  was  distributed  "ro       ^Proximately  $600,000  in 
i.-o.x.uced-  uom  saxd  account  over  a  three 
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P^2-^--   L_JbooKs  and  records  arc  cnrmnMy  in 
the  custody  ox  his  attorney, T  L  oer  court 

order.     Cash  payments  were  made  from  I       Tto  subsidiaries 
in  Tampa,  Atlanta  and  Detroit,  one  Sanitas  subsidiary 
in -Detroit  receiving  approximately  $100,000  within 
aoouc  one.  year.     He  had  no  specifics  as  tn  ^  h,* 
money  was  ultimately  paid.  1  " 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


-~  -  ,    "        J.A?  n<>w  operates  as  Sanitas  VJaste  Disposal 
of  Massachusetts,  Incorporated.     Howard  and  Banco 
disposal  companies  are  now  subsidiaries  of  SCA,  as 
is  United  Disposal  and  M  &  C  and  Dooley  are  subsidiaries 
ox  iSrowning  Ferris  Industry. 


Attorney  f 


1  who  a*-,  one  time  was 

1  received  $2,500 


via  jau-  check  to  collect,  a  $7,000  bill  owed  Sanitas  by 


the  City  of:  godson    which  i:o  his  kcowl^dga,  gas  r'avar 


1 


.  -t  wiii^sj  i.u         iwiouisase,  was 

Pa*d-    I  lis  no  longer  with  Sanitas.  [  

a  zorpr  resident  of  |  L  is  reportedly  r<?sidin» 

•  soraewiere  in  the  |  |  The  majority  of  the  Sanitas  . 

oij:xeials  with  whom  he  was  35^^^-..^  specifically  \ 

L —     1,  have  all  left.  Sanitas. 

Kehi»:esj.f  resigned  frog.  Sanitas  eg  Sect*  vs  |  | 
L— i  •  providing  |  I  f.or  about  four  months  b7D 

a,lei  his-  resignation.    He  is  currency  ^m?y„i  as  a 


be 

B7C 


a^ 


J  Massachusetts. "and  rsHc]^ 


Massachusetts. 


Present  during  the  above  interview  were  the 


f 


.1  Attorney 
nterr.al  Revenue  Service  Agents 


and 

and 

9 
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On  February  26,  1975 P  Assistant  United 
States  Attorney  (AUSA) I  I  made  available  a  letter 

dated  September  28,  1970  from  Attorney  I  I 

I  I  Boston,  to  the  Stock  Transfer  Department  of 

the  National  Shawmut  Bank  of  Boston  which  letter  be 
authorized  the  transfer  of  eighteen  thousand  shares  b?c 
in  Reclamation  Systems  Inc.  to  several  persons ♦  a  b?D 

^  total  of  two  thousand  shares  to  a  I  ^  I 

^directed  that  a  certiticate  should  be  issued  tot*  lGtte£-| 
and  a  singular  certificate  for  a  total  of  27,500  shares 
held  by  I  I  be  changed  to  contain  shares  remaining 

after  transfer  of  eighteen  thousand. 
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On  February  26,  1975,  I  I 
Stock  Transfer  .Department,  The  National  Shawmut  Bank 
of  Boston,  1  Center  Plaza,  Boston,  was  served  with  a 
subpoena  calling  for  production  of  the  following  records % 

 1-     Instructions  and  authorization  from  Attorney 

I  ,  1  via  letter  dated  September  28, ,  1970, 

to  transfer  from  Certificate  Number  318,  reflecting 
ownership  of  27,500  shares  in  Reclamation  Systems,  Inc. , 

18,000  shares  reflecting  said  ownership  to  twelve  

^individuals,  including  2,000  shares  to  a|  | 

2*    Cancelled  Certificate  #318  of  Reclamation 
Systems,  Inc.  ,  be 

b7C 

3.    Transmittal  of  the  certificates  issued 
pursuant  to  Paragraph  1.  above  to  the  owners  and/or 
I  I 


4«     Identification  of  the  specific  certificate 
issued  pursuant  to  Paragraph  L  above  to |  ~| 
I  I  for  2,000  shares .  

y 

5.    Record  reflecting  any  dividends  paid  on- 
certificate  referred  to  in  Paragraph  4.  above* 


6+    Any  subsequent  transfer  or  certificate 
issued  to  I  land/or  record  reflecting  said 

certificate  is  still  in  possession  of  I  I 

7#    Notices  that  would  have  been  mailed  to 
stockholders  of  record  subsequent  to  October  1,  1970. 
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I  I  said  that  the  'National  Shawmut  Bank 

of  Boston  continued  to  act  as  Transfer  Agent  for  b 
Reclamation  Systems ,  Inc.;  that  as  of  December  31,  1974  b 
\  I  was  still  listed  as  the  owner  of  2,000  .shares. 
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b3 
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.  Efforts  to  serve  a  subpoena  to ,  

I  1  February  27,  1975  were  negative. 

AUSA I  I  subsequently  advised  that  I  I was 

served  to  appear  before  the  Federal  Grand  Jury  on  March 
26*  1975*     Subsequently,  Attorney  I  I 
Providence,  Rhode  Island  advised |  Ithat  I  I 

was  senile  and  a  guardianship  petition  was  filed  relating  . 
to  I  Tin  1975.   I  1  included  as  enclosures 

to  his  letter  copies  of  the  following: 

!•    Via  a  petition  of  I  ~L 
Probate  Judge  V  I 
I  I  appointed  I  las  guardian  of  the 

estate  of  I  L  personal  estate  estimated 

at  $250,000. 

2.    A  letter  from  I  1  M.D., 

Neurology t  dated  November  7,  1974,  said  letter  describing 
I  "^as  revealing  "evidence  of  a  njoderate  chronic  be 

brain  syndrone  with  significant  impairment  of  recent  hie 
memory,  disturbance  of  orientation  and  disturbance  of 
higher  cognitive  f unctioning11 »    This  letter  described  a 
presumptive  diagnosis  of  Senile  Psychosis;  it  is  noted  that 
the  patient *s  mental  capacities  are  significantly  impaired 
and  it  would  seem  appropriate  that  a  trustee  by  appointed 
for  him. 

In  view  of,  the  above  information  AUSA  I  I 
on  March  25,  1975  noted  successful  prosecution  of  the 
|  [ phase  of  this  case  appeared  unlikely* 

4' 
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Datobf  transcription. 


3/5/75 


] 


 i  Florida,  advised  that  he  is 

temporarily  residing  at  the  nWr>  and  is  in  thg 

process  of  moving  to  I  I  f  f 

I   — — I  Florida.    I  Jstated  he  mil  reside 


b6 
b7C 


i — — ,  ,  .  -  ,~\  Florida*  istatea  ne  win  re<?id< 

S?«3ftS  adSres?  un^i:L  APri1'  1975,S5hen-d  anticipated  lelving 
Sll  reside  ^lrn:Ln^  fc0  Boston,  Massachusetts,  at  which  time§he 


Boston,  Massachusetts. 


i-w  i.  In  re?ard*  £°  h£s  Previous  employment.  hr>  stated 
that  he  was  employed  bv  the  \  \  for 


w.i.ci*.  i*c   wcia  tun 

approximately  [ 


y  th<  (  

1  prior  to i  ~  

--tIYW„„.,  .r     -  --  i        —  .1  was  a  waste  disposal 

company  in  Boston,  Massachusetts.  In  1969  or  early  TQ7H 
J  who  at  that  fcim<*  l~~ ^ 


The[ 


and 

waslla  ais 


ootn  oemg  engaged  in 


which  was  amo  engaged  in  the  disposal 


] 


b7c' 
b7D 


Dusinesgf 

L_ — .  1  which  was  amo  eng*  _ 

business.    The  primary  purpose  of  thej  "      1  was  for" 
capitalization  purposes,  at  which  time  stock  was  to  be 
luS?*l  v"il:Lch  w?uld  be  sold  over-the-counter.    He  indicated 
that  they,  meaning  the  individuals  who  would  own  stock  in 
Sanitas,  expected  to  make  a  profit  on  the  increase  in  price 
2£j£e.stoc5*-u  Ho  frf^e?  commented  that  at  the  present  time, 
He?    lssued  hy  San:Ltas  is  presently  under  investigation  by  hn 

^  ;  x^  regards  to|        |  he  stated  that  this  company 

primarily  engaged  in  open  truck  operations  concerning  the  pickup 

rLKSSo  CanS  ^  °^Gr  ^f113  V,hi°h  Were  not  plricftri   ir,  f.L 


containers  compact  units.    Clean  Brite,  Inc.,.  

was  primarily  engaged  in  office  cleaning  in  downtown  Boston 
area. 


] 


and  in  this  posifclfm  h-i 


bo 
b7C 
b7D 


primary  jod  was  the  J  I 
and  thereafter  submit tuig  bids  both  commerically  and  governmental, 
to  the  proper  agencies  for  contracts*  concern* Mia  <^w~ 
disposal  industry.    In  |  [  he  and] 


from 


Interviewed  on. 


3/4/75 


by. 


sas  r 


and 


 »  Florida         g  Tampa  92-1957 

JAA/sjm  Da„  dkfQfQf,  *  3/5/75  


be 

b7C 


This  document  conloins  neither  recommendations  nor  conclusion?  of  Ihe  FBI.  IMs  the  properly  of  Iho  FBI  ond  Is  loaned  lo  your  ogency; 
it  ond  Us  contents,  oro  nol  lo  be  distributed  outside  your  agency.        j  ^ 
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1  \and  since  that  date  he  has  not  been  employed.  However* 

ho  did  comment  that  he  receives  a  monthly  income  by  check 
from  the  City  of  Boston  which  is  transmitted  to 'him  by 


He  did  not  comment  regarding  services  that  he  has  performed 
for  this  renuraeration. 


]  stated  that  during  January,  1970,  he  went 
•  Petersburg,  Florida,  area  and  was  in 


~f  ??rPPrfU^Pn  ' .  ■      lm  thG  dividual  «hn  b6 

actually  had  the  knowledge  and  I  _  \ 


b7C 

b7D 


of  the  company;    He  stated  that  he  commuted  from  Boston 
to  Cranston  during  March,  1970,  up  until  June,  1970. 
In  June,  1970,  d_  Ifcold  him  that  he  was  to  come  bnek 

to  Boston  to  I 

I  I  His  .job  as  |  — |  

consisted  of  I       '  Im  «>n  ««  

yhe  responsibility  of|~ 

I  "  '  I — ue  stated  that  J>ana.tas*  city  contract 

,c4?Yereci  tns  central  district,  which  is  known  as  IB  section, 
mis  section  consisting  of  both  commercial  and  residential 
work,  and  the  commercial  work  was  located  in  the  area  from 

.Massachusetts  Avenue  north  to  Charles  River.    The  residential 
area  consisted  of  area  iiorth  of  Beacon  Hill  to  the  southend 

-  of  Park  Bay,    The  contracts  for  these  areas  were  to  be  submitted 
and  would  be.  awarded  in  April,  1972. 

•    *n->i  stated  that  sometime  prior  to  the  Primary  Election 

,in  1971  ^  ha  was  contacted  by  an  individual  in  city  government, 
(I  I  had  no  knowledge  of  the  contact)  who  called  him 

and  said  that  Mayor  WHITE  wanted  to  see  him.    He  vjent  to  the 
Mayor's  office  and  it  was  his  understanding  at  that  time 
that  a  list  of  garbage  contractors  had  been  prepared  and  a  time 
allocated  to  them  to  report  to  the  Mayor's  office;  however, 
there  were  no  contractors  ii  the  office  when  he  reported.  He 
stated  that  when  he  met  with  Maybr  MUTE,  that  the  Mayor  had  b6 
a  lxst  of  contracts  that  Sanitas  had  with  the  City. I  I 
stated  that  WHITE  had  a  list  reflecting  the  amount  of  money 
,  which  had  been  paid  to  the  Sanitas  Corporation  from  the  City 


b7C 
b7D 


°i  ^s^11*    I.  .  I  stated  that  he  Dointed  out  to  WHITE  that  all 

of c?hG  expen^xtures  were  in  regards  to  waste  disposal,  but  also 
reflected  work  which  had  been  performed  by  other  divisions  of 
the  Sanitas  Corporation.    He  stated  that  he  asked  WHITE  what  he 
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wanted  and  WHITE  told  him  that  he  might  have  difficulties  in  ■ 
getting  elected  and  needed  money  as  he  wanted  to  "win  big." 
WHITE  told  him  that  he  had  never  done  this  before,  but  needed 
the  money  for  his  csmpaign  expenses.    He  stated  he  asked 
WHITE  how  much  and  WHITE  told  him  "ton  big  ones",  meaning 
$10,000.  I  I  stated  that  he  told  WHITE  in  no  way  could 

Sanitas  contribute  this  much  to  his  campaign.    He  stated  that 
he  recalled  at  this  time  he  walked  over  to  the  window  and 
pointed  out  to  Mayor  WHITE  .a  trucking  conocrn  that  was  operating 
illegally  in  Boston  and  WHITE  told  him  he  would  take  care  of 
this  matter*    He  stated  that  this  trucking  concern  was  the 
Charlie  George  .Trucking  Company. 

I  1  stated  that  he  does  not  recall  the  individual 

wno  made  the  appointment  for  him  to  see  WHITE,  but  feels 
confident  that  it  was  a  city  employee.    He  further  stated 
that  he  did  not  observe  any  other  disposal  contractors  in 
n -WHITE'S  office,  but  was  told  that  I  1  (Phonetic) 

United  Disposal  of  Boston  and  I  I (Phonetic) 

of  Howard  Disposal,  had  been  at  the  Mayor's-  office  and  he 
is  of  the  opinion  that  they  also  made  a  contribution,  but 
not  as  large  as  the  contribution  made  by  Sanitas.    It  was 
his  recollection  that  Howard  Disposal  had  been  through 
■Mayor  WHITE  *  s  office  the  day  after  he,  |  I  was  there. 

Kfter  his  conversation  with  Mayor  WHITE  was  completed 
he  returned  to  Sanitas  and  told  I  I  of  the~  Mayor  Js  request. 

,1  I  told  him  that  this  could  be  handled  and  he  recalled 

that  I  I  called  Clean  Brite  and  told  them  that  they  would 

have 'to  pay  half  of  the  $10,000.    It  was  hi3  impression 
that  Clean  Brite  'agreed  to  this  payment.   I  I  commented 

•that  eventhough  Clean  Brite  agreed,  it  is  his  personal 
opinion  that  the  $10,000  that  was  eventually  contributed 
to  Mayor  WHITE* s  campaign,  was  taken  from  funds  of  Sanitas,  Inc 
I  1  stated  that  he  has  no  independent  recollection  of 

accompanying  I  I  to  the  Mayor8  s  office  to  make  the 

$10,000  contribution,  however f  he  stated  that  he  would  not 
deny  accompanying  I  I  and  it  is  possible  that  he  did  so 


but  he  lias  no  personal  recollection^    He  stated  that  if 
I  I  said  he  accompanied  him,  that  he  could  have  been 

with  I  |  when  the  payment  was  made.  I  "I  stated  that 


b6 
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is  an  egotistical  individual  who  had  never  met  the 
mayor  before  and  wanted  to  meet  the  mayor  to  build  his  ego 
up  and  he  feels  confident  that  I  I personally  made  the- 

payments  to  Mayor  WHITE*    He  stated  that  there  is  no  question 
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iri  his  mind  that  the  $10,-000  payment  was  made  and  that  Sanitas' 

through  |  \  made  the  payment,  but  again  reiterated  that 

he  has  no  personal  recollection  of  accompanying  I  I  t-.n 

Mayor  WHITE'S  office.    In  this  regard,  he  stated  that  he  has 
a  list  of  checks  wnich  x*are  transferred  from  one  of  the 
corporations  and  he  would  make  this  list  available,  which 
could  possiDly  pinpoint  the  $10,000  payment  made  to 
Mayor  WHITE . 

. .    .  ,       |  Ispecifically  questioned  as  to  anv  meetings 

that  he  might  have  had  with  other  waste  disposal  contractors 
concerning  contracts  with  the  City  of  Boston,    He  Stated  that 
it  was  his  practice, -as  well  as  other  disposal  contactors, 
to  get  togetner  to  compute  the  cost  factors  in  submitting 
bids  for  their  territories  and  in  this  regard,  he  had  numerous 
meetings  with  the  different  contractors.    However,  he  pointed 
out  that  these  meetings  were  based  strictly  on  the  contracts 
anticipated  and  what  the  future  xrage  demands  made  by  the 
Teamsters  Union  would  be.     He  stated  that  to  sucessfully 
bid,  it  would  be  necessary  to  have  this  information  available. 
Hp  sf.atpd  that  at  no  time  did  he  ever  attend  *  tnflpHn»  i? 

 [s  office  m  which  I  |. 

J  (phonetic)  and  f  I  were  present/ 


an  wmch  contracts  were  discussed  to  the  effect  that  the 
contract^  would  bid  on  different  areas  or  sections,  and 
thereafter,  after  sucessfully  obtaining  the  contracts, 
transfer  these  sections  back  to  the  other  contractors 
who  originally  had  them.    He  was  specifically  asked  what 
SS^f^  sf?**as  bid  on  in  fcke  1972  contracts  and  he  stated 
that  they  bid  on  the  area  previously  services  by  Dooley*  s 
Disposal.     He  would  not  explain  or  could  not  explain  why 
they  bid  on  the  Dooley  section  and  why  they  subsequently 
transferred  the  Dooley  section  back  to  Dooley  and  Dooley 
in  turn  transferred  the  section  IB  back  to  Sanitas.  lie 
did  comment  that  the  Dooley  section  would  be  a  lucrative 
operation,  however,  the  downtown  section  would  mean 
approximately  $1,500,000  more  business  to  Sanitas  than 
i!e  P£oley  secti°tt«    He  could  not  or  would  not  explain 
why  the  transfer  was  made,  but  denied  having  any  agreement  " 
with  Mayor  WHITE  or  JOE  CASAZZA,  Commissioner  of  Public 
works,  that  the  territories  would  be  transferred  back  to  the 
contractors  who  previously  held  them  prior  to  the  issuance 
Z>j> thJe.new  contracts.    He  emphatically  denied  submitting  a 
bid  which  would  include  a  $150,000  over  and  above  the  normal 
profits  expected  to  be  realized  from  the  contracts.  In 
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regards  to  the  transfers  of  the  section,  he  commented  that 
ban-Ltas  navxng  the  proper  equipment  could  do  a  better  iob 
i^ffS?1011  }?  t^en  ?ool&y>  however,  he  again  denied  any 
Bolton     C0llus:L0n  befcween  Dooley,  Sanitas  and  the  City  of 

PK.77A    .  In  fre§a*d,s,  t0  Commissioner  of  Public  Works  JOE 
V«j*   •  i    fe  sfcafced  fchat  under  no  circumstances  would  this 

Vid}lal  a?cept.a,  bribe  or  d0  anything  illegal  and  he 
was  an  honest  upright  person  who  would  not  accenti  any 
payments  m  any  way.    He  stated  he  definitely  did  not  have 
any  discussion  with  this  individual  as  to  the  transfer  of 
ca^plig^2*011        thG  $10'000  consideration  made  to  Mayor  WHITE' s 

a**™*  i    In  reSards  t0'     .  ,  '  who  I  Ha  waste 

hi  S?2  i   coinpany  as  a  subsidiary  for  Sanitas,  he  sLfcgrf  that  » 
he  did  have  a  serious  falling  out  with  I         ?  I  nr*A  _*j^j_?h;it  . 
he  aid  threaten  to  shoot  |  stated  that  |  sua^e<y 

*7ai    tuXn t0.  f10^*  office  and  he,  I  I  overherd 


he 

hlC 
hlD 


So^^oh?i-?^eme?t  fchaf  heJwas  going  to  report  the  matter 
■      the  Attorney  General  and  cause  trouble  for  |  1 

to  him  I^m^p  fcg£dJ  u         lthat  if  he  caused  any  embarrassra 

to  him  or  his  family, ^  that  he  would  shoot  him.     He  stated 

wat  solf  back  L  [ZZ^te  W*S  resolved  *«*  the  business 


^  I  I  advised  that  he  was  returning  to  the 

*8fS  area  on  or  about  I  T  and  can  bl  contacted 

at  his  former  residence  if  any  information  is  desired. 
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J 


and  I  I.  was  initially  contacted  at 

Boston  City  Hall  and  advised  by  SA  SHEEHAN  that  he,  SHEEHAN, 
then  had  in  his  possession  a  subpoena  directed  to  the  Clerk 
for  the  City  of  Boston  calling  for  production  of  reports 
reflecting  contributions  and  disbursements  relative  to  the 
1971  Boston  Mayoralty  campaign  relating  to  the  successful 
candidate  and  current  Mayor  of  Boston,  KEVTN  H.  WHITE.  [ 


was  told  that  in  an  effort  to  prevent  unnecessary  publicity 
SA  SHEEHAN  was  personally  contacting!  land  asking  that 

the  desired  records  be  made  available  voluntarily.    I  "I 
said  the  production  of  such  records  could  be  no  problem  under 
ordinary  circumstances  since  Mayor  WHITE  and  he  considered 
these  records  to  be  of  a  public  nature  but  under  the  applicable 
laws  relating  to  said  records  in  1971  they  were  destroyed. 
I  1  pointed  out  that  current  laws  require  these  records  to 

be  kept  for  the  entire  term  of  the  candidate's  office. 

I  I  was  told  that  as  of  11:00  a.m.  today 

(February  19,  1975)  FBI  inquiry  had  determined  that  said 
records  were  available  and  were  under  the  control  of  the  be 
Boston  City  Clerk  in  a  locked  vault.    I  I  attempted  to  b7c 

contact  the  City  Clerk  telephonically,  subsequently  advising 
said  individual  had  left  for  the  day  and  that  he,  |  L 
would  resolve  the  matter  during  the  morning  of  February  20,  1975. 

On  February  20,  1975 » I  I  made  available  a 

copy  of  a  report  filed  by  the  KEVIN  H.  WHITE  for  Mayor 
Committee  with  the  Boston  City  Clerk  on  September  28,  1971, 
said  report  reflecting  receipts  and  disbursements.    |  I 
said  this  report  related  to  the  primary  campaign;  that  the 
City  Clerk  was  not  aware  a  copy  was  placed  in  the  safe  by  one 
of  his  assistants;  that  there  are  no  reports  available  relating 
to  the  final  election  of  1971>  said  reports  destroyed  and  no 
copies  maintained.  * 


interviewed  on   2/1Q  &  20/75        »,  "Boston,  Massachnsett.R  h.  jRnatnn  Qg-PPftP 

SA.  ROBERT  E.  SHEEHAN  t 


SA  ROBERT  E.  SHEEHAN  and 


This  document  contains  neither  re  common  dot  Ions  nor  conclusions  of  tho  FBI.  It  is  the  property  of  the  FBI  and  ft  loaned  to  your  agency; 
•ft  And  its  contents  are  not  to  be  distributed  outside  your  agency.  TO  - 
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A  review  of  the  report  made  available  for 
I  1  containing  receipts  and  expenditures  of  the 

KEVIN  Ho  WHITE  for  Mayor  Committee  revealed  reported 
-receipts,  expenditures,  disbursements,  and  liabilities 
from  June  3P  1971  up  through  September  14,  1971. 
This  report  contains  only  activity  relat5.ng  to  the  1971 
primary  election  as  distinquished  from  the  final  election 
which  took  place  in  November,  1971. 


he 
hie 


No  record  of  receipts  from ,  

and/or  Sanitas  and  Freaney  Company  could  be  located. 


bo 
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FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 


Date  of  transcription. 


4/25/75 


 Massachusetts,  provided  the  following  Inform 

Elation  at  the  offices  of  the  United  States  Attorney 
for  the  District  of  Massachusetts >  Assistant  United  States 


b6 

b7C 


Attorneys  \     

Bevenue  Service. -(IBS)  Intelligence  Agent 
also  participating  in  the  intervies/i 


and  Internal 


  He  worked  for  , 

fl  IK  a  taaste  disposal  anmn&nv  rori  i years*  serving  as 
I   I  when r 


in  aaout  June 
company  in[^~ 


1Q7Q.  uhiieT 


] 


  an  

come  back  tof 


subsequently  being  named L 


I  e&lleri  and  r>gqnAatf>a  he 
in  Boston 9  lahlch  he  did,  * 

1    He  did  not  knovj 


js  specific  title  with  Sanitas  at  this  time  but  did 


[ 


know  he  ^as  [  

designated  as 


and  at  one  t.lrag 


called  f 


He  was  aware  that  f 


1^  r^amsmv 


be 

b7C 
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by  I  I  that  substantial  chairs  w>re  fimtin  a^^nat.  , 

JAF  via  I       I invoices  %  that  exclusive  ar  open  truck  services 
performed  by  I      I  for  JAP  other  charges  ie  "dimming  fees?t  and 
"work  done  in  district"  was  not  performed . 

During  the  years  1970-73  the  books  and  records 
of  JAF  were  handled  in  the  Cleanbrite  (a  Janitorial  services 
I  ~l  and  also  acquired  by  Sanitas)  offices 

in  East  Boston  as  distinguished  from  JAP*s  South  Boston  location 

I  I  served  asi  lat  Cleanbi»ite  and  was 

authorized  to  sign  JAF  checks,  maintaining  the  checkbook  and 
other  JAF  records  at,  the  East  Boston  location.    When  |  | 
operated  out  of  the  East  Boston  location  he  assumes  tnWg 
the I       I  invoices  were  typed  there, [ 


from 
1= 


]  Later,  vjhenf 


.  .  obtaining  the  check  -; 

]  moved  to  the  |  | 


] would  handle,  payments  via  a  .telephone  call 


Interviewed  on 


4/22/75 


by. 


Boston,  Massachusetts     ri.  *   BS  Qg~2202 

» 

SA  ROBERT  £,  SBEEH&fl/st  ,       _Date  d!c|aied  4/23/75 


This  document  contain*  neither  recommendation*  nor  conclusion*  of  Ihe  FBI.  It  is  the  property  of  the  FBI  and  it  loaned  to  your  agency; 
it  and  its  contents  are  not  to  be  distributed  outside  your  agency.  2X 
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instructing  that  an  invoice  be  prepared  a I  1  either 

picking  up  the  check  personally  or  having  a  JAF  employee, 
ie>|  ~1  deliver  the  check  to  him.    When  JAF 

hooks  and  records  came  into  JA3?  custody,  physically, 
I  I would  telephoniCJilly  instruct  one  of  the  employees 

^bat  to  type  on  thel  linvoice  to  support  subsequent 
checks  issued.!  Twas  an  I  J  and 

I  fto  obtain 

the  checks.    He  was  never  given  any  reason  for  the» 
fictitious  |       Unvoices  other  than  impressions  tha£  the 

•  money  was  being  loaned  to  other  Sanitas  subsidiaries  or 
otherwise  used  to  expand  Sanitas*  rubbish  business  in  other 
parts  of the  country.    He  did  not  know  specifically  what 
Idld  with  the  money;  said  he  ST?oke"tol  I 


telling  him 


■go  Stop  that  practice,  aliaost  immediately  coming  back  and 
telling  him  to  not  do  so* 


He  pointed  out  that  JAF  books  and  records 
were  maintained  by  I         Hat  some  distance  from  JAF  $  that 
he  would  forward  invoices  received  via  normal  channels  to 

I  for  payment ;  that  I  I  was  I  "I 

]    At  no  -time  did 


b6 

b7C 
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]  subsequently  also , designated  as 


,  authoritedsoignator  of  the  JAF  account,  ask  him  about  the 
invoices  and/or  issuance  of  checks  to^  I  He  personally 
never  made  out  a  check  to  l  l nor  did  he 

personally  receive  proceeds  of  these  checks,  adding  he 
11  never  benefited  five  cents'1* 

He  has  no  recollection  of  seeing  any  of  the 
JAF  cash  payments  journals^  saw  only  the  monthly  report 
summarizing  operations;  understood  thatl  lhad  one 

loan  for  $50,000.00  which  was, not  repaid  as  of  April,  197^* 

At  one  point  he  asked  auditors  working  on  JAF 
books  to  prepare  for  him  a  list  of  the|__]ehecks  which  he 
received  and  has  at  home* 


I  Iworked  for  I  Ifor  several 


years  at  I  I  thenl        I  subsequently  named 


 1  When 

by  Sanltaa  in  late  |  | told 
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Jo  6 
b7C 


him  that  weekly  checks  should  be  issued  to|       Ifor  - 
approximately  £31*00.  on  j  which  was  done,  checks  signed 

by-  either  |   |    He  has  no  recollection  of  invoices 

being  issued  %o  support  issuance  of  the  checks,  thinking 

I  pould'  have  signed  petty  cash  slips.    He  was  given  the 

impression  that  the  money  was  for  dumping  charges  but  was 
never  told  the  purpose  of  these  payments  which  fact||  | 
acknowledged  in  his  presence  when  questioned  by  the  Sanitas 
officials  in  1974,  one  named I  I  the  other  name  he 

could  not  recall.    Sometime  prior  to  April,  1974,  Sanitas 
officials  decided  to  get  rid  of  accounts  handled  by  I  1 
that  apparently  required  the  weekly  withdrawal.  A 

former  Sanitas  official  whose  name  he  could  not  recall  

took  these  accounts.    He  has  no  knowledge  as  to  what  I  I 

did  with  the  money;  said  |  Jhandled  no  municipal,  state, 

or  Federal  gojcernment  accounts;  that  some  of  the  accounts 
he  recalledl  |as  handling  were: 

Car.8  -  Fastener  • 

H.  P.  Koxcd 

United  States  Chemical 
Humble  Oil 
Serta  Mattress 
Harvard  University 

It -appeared  to  him  that  -payments  to|        I  were 
a  continuation  of  payments'made  to|  \ 

When  asked  if  anyone  at  Sanitas  ..gave  him  funds, 
with  the  request  he  give  funds  to  anyone  else,  he  said  he 
preferred  not  to  answer  that  question,  than  adding  anything 
in  that  category  was  minor,  ie,  getting  money  to  buy 
tickets  for  someone. 

Sometime  in  1971  and  before  the  primary  election  . 
of  a  Mayor  for  the  City  of  Boston,  he  received  a  telephone 
■call  from  an  individual  identifying  himself  as  working  for 
Mayor  V7HITE,  said  individual's name  he  did  not  recall.  He 
was  told  that  an  appointment  had  been  set  up  for  him  to  contact 
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WHITE  at  Boston  City  Hall.    He  had  never  previously  been 
contacted  by  Mayor  WHITE  but  was  not  surprised  at  gettxng 
the  call,  pointing  out  he  knew  WHITE  was  a  candidate  for 
re-election;  that  JAF  had  the  downtown  waste  disposal 
.contract,  for  the  City  of  Boston.    He  had  the  impression 
that  WHITE  had  made  appointments  with  other  contractors; 
had  no  knowledge  of  prior  -.'donationgby  JAF  tor  WHITE;  had 
been  asked  many  time3  to  buy  tickets  for  dinner  on  behalf 
of  political  candidates. 

ffeTHe'kept  the  appointment  with  Mayor  WHITE  in 
WHITE'S  office.    The  Mayor  initiated- s  the  conversation 
by  showing  him  monies  paid  by  the  City  of  Boston  to  JAF. 
These  figures  were  not  accurate,  containing  amounts  paid 
to  a  sewer  company  no  longer  controlled  by  JAF,  concerning 
which  he  so  advised  the  Mayor.    WHITE  said  he  was  running 
for  re-election  against  LOUISE  DAY  HICKS  and  expected  a 
'  tough  campaign,  t.tmi,  he  needed  money  for  the  campaign  and 
was  looking  to'him,  |____]  ^or  helP*    Ke  commented  that 


was  looking  to'him,  t___|  ?or  help.    He  commented  that 
WHITE  never  did  anything  for  him,  WHITE  sugg esting  that he  - 
never  asked  him  for  anything.    At  this  point  he  was  loo^gf 

out  the  window  and  saw  r,™  of  I   I '  hie 

pointing  out  to  WHITE  that  I  Ihad  no  permission  to  * 

operate  in  the  City  of  Boston,  that  |  |  was  non-union, 

a  price  cutter  who  was  taking  business  away  from  him. 
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WHITE  indicated  he  would  look  into  that  situation, 
then  told  him  that  he  Wanted  that  amount,  writing 
$10,000  on  a  piece  of  paper.    He  replied  WHITE  had 
to  be  crazy,    WHITE  replying  he  did  not  see  why  this 
could  not  be  done.    He  pointed  out  that  he  was  an 
errand  boy  and  that  he  would  talk  to  his  boss  and  get 
back.    After  leaving  WHITE,  he  went  to  I  I's  office, 


telling [ 


]of  WHITE'S  request, 


  ^      .   [immediately 

saying  to  give  the  money/to  WHITE .  I  I  ob  vl ous lv 

did  not  know  WHITE  at  this  time,  he, |  | 
telephonically  contacting  WHITE  and  introducing  WHITE* 
telephonically  tdl  I 


[ 


told  the  Mayor  that  the  problem  ' 
Subsequently,  the  date  he  cannot 

handed 


could  be  handled 

recall,  he  went  to  WHITE'S  office  andf  

WHITE  an  envelope  containing  $5*000  in  casn. '[ 


be 

b7C 
b7D 


went  to  see  WHITE  again  with  another  $5*000* ,he  not 
present  *  I  I  indicating  that  Attorney!  I 


was  'then  present.    He  has  no  recollection  of  anv 


5 


at  the  time  the 


conversation  between  WHITE  and  [  

,$5,QGQ_iaa&  given  to  WHITE.    He  nas  no  specific  knowledge 
I.       .  \  obtained  the  $10,000  cash  but  assumes  it  came 

fromi  1  vouchers  charged  to  JAF.  |  | indicated 

initially  that  I  I  would  pay  £5.000  since  thmr 

were  cleaning  the-!  \  Ithe 

remaining  $5,000.    howsv^k  he  feels  certain  the  entire 
$10,000  came  from  the|  laccount. 


The  $5,000[ 
presence  occurred  in  t 
Boston  City  Hall. 


]  gave  to  WHITE  in  his 


occurred  in  the  office  of  Mayor  WHITE  at 


As  far  as'he  knows  WHITE  did  nothing-  about  b6 
J*a  trucks  operating  as  he  always  b7c 


aia  rrom  the  time  of  WHITE'S  request  to  the  present. 

He  has  no  specifics  as  to.  whether  or  not  other 
contractors  made  contributions  to  WHITE'S  re-election 
campaign;  heard  talk  that  other  contractors  gave  $1,000 
and  were  amused  that  JAF  gave  $10,000.    He  pointed  out 
that  Mayor  WHITE  could  not  do  any  damage  to  JAF  if  they  did  i 
contribute  to  his  campaign  re-election  nor  could ne  cause 
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any  severe  problems  to  the  other  contractors.    The  City 
of  Boston  contracts  are  handled  on  a  bid  basis  every  3 
years..    The  Cpmmissioner  of  Public  Works  for  the  C^ty 
of  Boston,  JOSEPH  CASAZZA,  is  a  hard-nosed  individual 
■who  could  not.  be  approached  with  any  kind  of  a  dishonest 
or  illegal  deal. 

In  1972  he  personally  submitted  a  bid  of  JAP 
for  the  City  of  Boston  waste  disposal  contracts.  He 
arrived  at  his  bid  figures  via  consultation  with  other 
company  employees  and  talked  with  other  contractors  about 
what  amount  would  be  offered  in  connection  with  the 
Local  379  contract,  a  big  factor  in  any  bids.    He  never 
discussed  what  bids  other  contractors  would  make  nor  did 
he  have  any  knowledge  of  contractors  meeting  to  have  an 
agreement  on  what  prices  they  would  submit  in  the  several 
Boston  districts.    Via  years  of  experience  in  the  business 
he  could  pretty  well  analyze  what  other  contractors  might 
bid  but  never  received  this  information  on  a  specific 
basis  from  anyone.  I  I  did  notknow  his  final  figures 

bia  in  connection  with-  the  1972  contracts,  he  computing 
all  data  and  making  a  final  decision  as  to  what  bid  he- 
would  make  by  himself  at  the  Howard  Johnson  Motel  on  the  ■ 
Southeast  Expressway,  Boston.    When  the  bids"  were  opened, 

I  I  had  the  low  bid  on  the  downtown  district,  IB,  he 

receiving  the  low  bid  on  the  Roxbury  District .  Roxbury 
had  a  good  profit  factor  and  he  was  not  overly  upset. 

l_  1  had  bid  about  $150  a  week  lower  on  the  IB  district 

■cnan  he  had.    J£F  had  had  the  IB  district  for  many  years 
and  had  the  expertise  in  handling  problem  areas,  ie,  the 
North  End,  with  its  narrow  streets  and  serviced  many 
private  accounts  with  containers  placed  with  said  accounts 
some  years  ago.    The  contractor  having  District  IB  was 
permitted  to  .dump  its  commercial  accounts  without  charge 
at  the  city  of  Boston  dumping  facilities  which  naturally 
increased  profit  factors.    It  would  .necessitate  a  comnany 
taking  over  IB  for  the  first  time  to  invest  a  substantial 
sum  of  money  to  take  away  the  private,  commercial  accounts 
that  .had  been  serviced  by  JAP  for  many  years. 

JCEICASAZZA  telephonically  contacted  him  atfter 
the_bid  awards  and  asked  if  JAP  would  take  back  IB  at 

I  |»s  bid  price  J  I  to  take  back  Roxbury  at  the 

price  bid  by  JAP.    CASAZZA  pointed  out  the  problems  that 
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would  arise  wlth^a'  nev;  contractor  in  District  IB, 
pointing  out-  he  wanted  to  avoid  these  problems  by 
having  experienced  companies  take  back  the  districts 
they  previously  serviced.    This  was  accomplished  and  .  «. 

he  had  no  information  that  an  agreement  to  do  so  was  made-  e 
-?g  this  time.    In  response  to  a  question  as  to  whether  or 
not  I  | met  with  other  contractors  * to  rig  the  bids 

and  therefore  to  obtain  extra  profits  with  the  jpre-knowledge 
they  would  all  get  their  own  districts  back,*  sl6 
commented  he  knew  of  no  such  plan;  that  all  of  the 
contractors  hated  |  fs  guts  and  would  not.  trust  him$ 

that  I  I  never  even  knew  the  price  being  bid  by  JAP 

let  alone  the  other  contractors. 

In  connection  with  the  1975  bids  which  resulted 
in  the  City  of  Boston  saving  money  over  the  1972  bidss  lie 
pointed  out  that  theCity  of  Boston  established  a  new  bid 
procedure  in  that  instead  of  all  districts  being  bid  the 
same  day,  initially  three  districts  were  put  out  on  bid,, 
a  Black  man  from  Hyde  Park  entering  the  bidding  for  the 
first  time  and  submitting  a  low  bid'  that  shut  out  other 
contractors.    A  second  bid  was  then  contested,  the  Hyde 
Park  man  again  bidding  low,  the  other  contractors  reducing 
their  profit  figures  substantially  in  an  effort  to  get  some 
work.    This  procedure  resulted  in  lower  bid  prices,  Sanltas, 
via  I  L  submitting  a  bid  in  District  IB  that  v/as 

ridiculously  low  and  was  actually  increased  $86,000  per 
year  by  the  City  of  Boston  to  insure  performance .1  I 
also  submitted  other  ridiculously  low  bids  and  Sanitas 
■  was  lo  :s.lng  $18,000  monthly  as  a  result  of  his.  mis~managemen1 
He  noted  that  the  City  of  Boston  contracts  are  .awarded 
every  three  years',  the  city  picking  up  50  percent  of  the 
labor  increase  cost  annually. 

I  1 pointed  out  that  the  unions  always  had 

the  bidding  companies  "over  a  barrel"  by  having  their 
•  contract  expire  the  same  time  nev;  contracts  v/ould  be 
awarded  by  the  City  of  Boston;  the  decisions  as  to  what 
pe>y  would  be  offered  to  the  union  would  result  in  last 
minute  changes  in  anticipated  bids  and  require  companies; 
to  operate  on  the  new  contracts  for  the  City  of "Boston. 
almost_immediately  upon  award. 
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JOSEPH  F.  CASAZZA,  Commissioner  of  Public  Works-, 
City  of  Boston,  was  interviewed  at  the  Boston  City  Hall, 
at  which  time  he  provided  the  following  information:  * 

He  has  never  received  any  information  alleging 
.that,  refuse  contractors  met  prior  to  City  of  Boston  bids 
to  discuss  what  specific  bids  thay  would  submit  and  agree 
to  bid  in  certain  districts  with  the  understanding  that 
they  would  receive  back  districts  previously  handled  by 
them  on  prior  contracts ^    He  is  aware  that  contractors 
would  meet  jointly  prior  to  bid  submission  in  an  effort 
to  determine  what  would  be  the  amount  agreed  to  pay  the 
Teamsters  Union  in  connection  with  that  union1 s  annual 
negotiations*    He  pointed  out  that  the  Teamsters  Union 
contract  in  prior  years  up  until  197^  coincided  with  the 
bid  dates,  causing  bids  to  come  in  late,  no  contractor 
submitting  a  bid  until  the  labor  rate  had  been  resolved.  . 
In  efforts  to  stimulate  early  bidding,  he  himself  had 
*  met  with  the  union  and  company  officials  in  the  past* 

He  was  asked  if  Freaney  Company  and  Dooley 
Brothers  successfully  bid  on  the  Roxbury  and  Boston  Proper 
districts,  respectively,  in  I972  and  if  after  said  bids 
these  companies  were  permitted  to  return  to  the  districts  . 
they  previously  handled,  Freaney  in  Boston  Proper,  Dooley, 
the  Roxbury  area.    He  replied  that  there  were  no  bids  in 
1972  and  that  Agent  SHEEHAN  was  undoubtedly  referring  to 
bids  advertised  February  17*  1971  and  March  8,  1971  and 
awarded  April  1,  I97I  for  the  period  April  1,  1971  to 
March  31 »  1972  with  options  for  second  and  third  year  contracts 
if  the  city  so  elected.    He  stated  this  situation  did 
occur  and  he  did  recommend  that  the  areas  be  swapped  at 
no  cost  for  the  city  pointing  out  there  was  no  time  to 
permit  Dooley  to  acquire  additional  equipment  needed  to 
handle  the  Boston  Proper  district;  that  a  switch  of  con- 
tractors with  such  little  notice  could  be  disastrous 
.  in  the  downtown  area;  that  he  suggested  the  switch  be 
made,  both  contractors  agreeing,  at  no  cost  for  the  City 
of  Bo&ton*    He  J^^^^^fj^t^^  .same^s&t-  Qf  circj^stanctesJ> 


Interviewed  on  J^/Zk/j^  =  —  at  ^OS4^^3r«Ma^SaG4iUSet^  FiIe  #-£S_92-2©22- 
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i.e.  j  the  time  element,  several  other  contractors  were 
■permitted  to  ta,ke  back  old  districts,  again  at  no  cost 
to  the  city*    The  decision  to  so  handle  the  1971  awards 
was  his  and  he  so  advised  the  Finance  Commission  of  the 
City  of  Boston,  receiving  their  approval,  then  pre- 
paring a  letter  for  the  Mayor  of  Boston  explaining  what 
was  being  done  and  why*     He  made  a  cor>y  of  a  letter  from 
him. to  .Mayor  KEVIN  WHITE  dated  March  30,  1971  which 
outlined  the  switching  of  districts. 

He  noted  that  the  rubbish  problem  in  the  city 
of  Boston  is  complex  exclusive  of  non-commercial  work; 
that  .in  the  absence  of  preparation,  tremendous  service 
problems  could  result  with  the  contractor  receiving  awards 
one  day  to  handle  the  district  completely  strange  to  him, 
adding  the  problem  of  acquiring  disposal  equipment  without 
sufficient  time  could  be  an  insurmountable  problem. 

He  said  the  practice  of  permitting  contractors  , 
to  dump  their  commercial  accounts  refuse  at  a  city  of 
Boston  facility  free  of  charge  is  longstanding,;  that  the 
philosophy  behind  this  practice  is  that  the  contractors 
will  bid  lower  on  the  city  work  to  get  the  dumping  privi- 
leges.    The  decision  on  switching  of  the  districts  as 
described  in  thef  letter  dated  March  30,  1971  was  made 
by  him  in  the  best  interest  of  'the  city  and  to  insure 
continuity  of  service.    At  no  time  did' Mayor  WHITE  or 
anyone  else  suggest  that  said  switching  occur.  Again, 
the  timing  of  the  union  negotiations  created  the  problem 
that  he  resolved  via  switching  the  districts. 

CASAZZA  was  asked  if  he  could  give  any  information 
as  to  why  refuse  collecting  costs  decreased  over  the  past 
two  contracts,  CASAZZA  then  advising  as  follows: 

Prior  to  his  appointment  by  the  City  of  Boston, 
garbage  and  refuse  collections  were  made  individually,  one 
truck  with  three  men  running  up  a  street  collecting  garbage 
another  truck  with  three  more  men  v/orking  the  same  street 
collecting  other  refuse.    The  change  in  processing  of  food 
and  greatly  increased  utilizations  of  home  disposals  re- 
sulted in  a  gigantic  decrease  in  the  amount  of  garbage  to 
be  collected.    He  therefore  consolidated  collections,  after 
a  year  or  two  of  negotiations  with  city  unions  who 
initially  balked  at  this  move,  resulting  in  large  savings. 
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Additionally,  the  city  changed  its  fiscal  period  so  that 
the  197^  awards  permitted  him  to  advertise  bids  on  three 
separate  occasions  as  distinguished  from  one  bid  as  had 
occurred  in  prior  years.    The  first  bid  was  for  one  part 
of  Boston,  probably  three  districts,  the  unsuccessful 
bidders  coming  in  much  lower  on  subsequent  bids,  knowing 
they  had  to  have  these  contracts  to  service.  This 
naturally  resulted  in  a  .substantial  reduction  of  bid  prices 
and  probably,  of  course,  profits  to  the  disposal  companies* 
A  change  in  bidding  was  strictly  his  concept  and  he  was 
permitted  to  do  so  only  because  of  the  change  in  fiscal 
periods  which  permitted  the  bids  to  be  negotiated  without 
the  threat  of  a  Teamsters  contract  expiring  at  the  same  time 
and  the  possibility  of  a  strike. 

CASAZZA  said  he  has  operated  the  Boston  Public 
Works  Department  with  no  interference;  that  he  is  an 
engineer  as  distinguished  from  a  political  worker;  that, 
accordingly,  he  has  never  approached  contractors  to  obtain 
or  discuss  campaign  contributions  to  Mayor  WHITE.    He  said 
he  has  operated  his  department  without  being  plagued  by  any 
political  interference;  that  some  refuse  contractors  did 
meet  with  -Mayor  WHITE  to  complain  about  him,  WHITE  de- 
clining to  involve  himself  in  a  discussion  with  them 
wherein  anything  of  substance  was  discussed  in  his, 
CASAZZA 1 s  absence. 

:  CASAZZA  again  noted  that  there  were  no  bids  in 

1972;  that  bids  were  received  in  I97I*  the  City  of  Boston 
picking  up  its  second  and  third  year  options,  the  next 
bids  issued  in  197^* 
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The  following  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  made 
available  by  JOSEPH  F.  CASAZZA  dated  March  30,  1971 
directed  from  Mm  to  the  Mayor  of  Boston. 
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^^  '"r'/^>"nt;^;'  *"  :V'SV        ribl  ,y       ;.  CITY,;OF  "BOSTON  .  % 


-  \"joW  F;  FUaViERTY.'  - 
'   4    Deputy  ,Commi*iioncr 

r-I;«  VT«Uph6ho*722.4lOO 
Ext,  700  «.r  ■ 


».  ^>      vi  . 

r    >  *  *  »  . 


I    -     *  *    ,  ■  •  M 

JJlONEjCITY  HALL  SQUAHI2  -? 


BOSTON,  MASS.  02201 


,      •    V* 5  >^ 

DIVISION  GNQIMSBHS.  *  V 
John  F.  Flaherty,  Sanitary 
*  Frederick  L.  Gorvin,  Engineering 
Charles  M.  Mcrtcf,  Highway 
John  P.  Sullivan,  Water  ' 
James  F.  Carter,  Scwcr       "  , 


March  30,  1971 


V 


Honorable'  Kevin  H#  Vlhitc 
Mayor  of  Boston  : 
One  City  Hall  Square 
•  Boston,;  Massachusetts 


M  « 


*Z  \ '     Deai*  Mr  i  Mayor  i 


•*  GGFY  BEMT  TO  * 


.  .y  ^-  Your  approval  is  respectfully  requested  to  dispense.  v;ith  "further 

,  « .public 'advertising  and  to  the  award  of  contracts  for  "Collecting  and  Re- 
v    'moving r Garbage  and  Refuse"  in  various  districts  of  the  City  to  the  second 


1,  1971  to  March  31,  1972,  with  options  for  a  second  and  third  year  contrac 
.  if  the  City  so  elects.    Proposals  vero  received  March  23,  1971,  after  publi 
advertising  in  the  City  Recor.d  February  IS,  1971  and  March  8,.  1971. 


f  District 

r 

1A     s~  ,  Charlcstovm 


Contractor  t 

Banco    Corporation . 
530-  East  First  Street 
South  Boston,  Massachusetts 


Low  Bid  Price 

_jx>r  j^ear  

$"  122, 249, \  20  • 


The  lev;  bidder  J,F.  Ryan,  Inc,  has' been  rcccrinicndcd  for  the  av/ard 
of  a  contract  in  the  Brighton  District,  t«hich  district  he  has  had  i-ncisr 
"bontract  ifor  the  past  several  years  and  indicated  that  he  preferred  vol  to 
be  awarded  the  contract  in  the  Charleston  District.     The  second  bidder 
Banco  Corporation  who  has  provided  satisfactory  service  under  contract  in 
the  Charlest^/n  District  for  several  years  agreed  to  accept  the  contract 
at  the  low  bidders  price. 


IB      -    Boston  Proper 


Jfatnos  A.  Preaney,  Inc. 

One  1511  cry  Street 

South  Boston,  iJarsachusetts 


$  747,07/1. <JO 


Tho  lov)  bidder  Ooaloy  firothorr.:,  -inc.  is-:  l»;-in.;i  rccc-jouOod  for  the 
award  of  a  contract  in  the  Roxbury  District,  in*  i/.iich  tlioy  hiwe  pevf or.;od 
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/fevinlU  '  White  ,"  ,      -  ;=V i';."*''; -2~     ,      ,  *:.  /*  March  30,  1971    ,  . 

contract  for  many  years         expressed  pre-     ^  . 

•  :  ference  for  remaining  in  that  district  rather  than  moving  to  a  new  district. 
The  Janca  A.  Frcaney,  Inc.  has  performed  this  work  in  the  City  Proper  Dis- 
trict  in  a  satisfactory  manner  for  many  years  and  preferred  accepting  a  con- 

:*;'  tract  in  the  City  Proper  District  rather  than  accepting  a -contract  in  the 
Roxbury  District,         .  >.  <  ,\      .  »  . 


3 Dorchester  North         Jeffries  Disposal  Corp.         $  772,336.00  ; 

\:<  \>       \;    „  316  Marginal  Street  -    *  * 

'>  :>\     /  East  Boston,  Massachusetts  *.%  ,  f° 

**\  ,  n*     '*  **'  .    *'  .- 

7,       1         The  low  bidder  United  Contracting  'Co. ,  Inco,  of  Boston  is  being 
>'/ recommended  for  the  award  of  a  contract  in  the  South  Dorchester  District  in 
u  which  they  have  performed  satisfactory  services  under  contract  for  many 
y  years  and  expressed  preference  .for  remaining  in  that" district  rather  than  ^ 
'   moving,  to  a  new  district.     The  Jeffries  Disposal  Corporation  has  performed 
v  this  work  in  the  North  Dorchester  District  in  a  satisfactory  manner  for^ 

many  years  and  preferred  accepting  a  contract  in  the  North  Dorchester  Distric 
rather  than  accepting  a  contract  in  the  South  Dorchester  District.  Vl 

>'  6      ,  -    West  Roxbury  M  &  C  Corporation  $  633,581*20 

\  -  '    .  ■  100  Hallet  Street  v, 

■v  *   >  ,  K     'Dorchester,  Massachusetts  -    *     .  ~_ 


;  S     rV  -The  low  bidder  Joseph  Anara  l<  Sons,  Inc.  has  been  recommended  for. 
the  award  of  a  contract  in  Janaica  Plain  District,  in  which  district  .they 
have  performed  satisfactory  services  for  many  years.    They  indicated  a  * 
desire  to  retain  the  Janaica  Plain  District  only.     The  second  lov/  bidder     ^  : 
■M  &  C  Corporation  who  has  perforned  this  service  satisfactory  in  the  VJest  ^ 
Roxbury  District  for  many  years  expressed  a  desire  to  be  awarded  this  con- 
tract and  agreed  to  perform  the  work  at  the  lov/  bidders  price. 

*  * 

7        -    Dorchester  South  United  Contracting  Co,,  Inc.  $  833,822.80 

Of  Boston 
10  IIic;h  Street 
Boston,  Massachusetts 

The  low  bidder  Jeffries  Disposal  Corporation  is  being  roccramcnclQcl 
for  the  award  of  a  contract  in  the  Korth  Dorchester  District  in  v.hich  they 
have  ocrfonied  satisfactory  services  unds;  contract  for  unny  years  and  have  - 
expressed  preference  for  remaining  in  that  district  rather  than  rioving  to 
a  ncv/  district.     The  United  Contracting  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Koston  has  perforu.od 
this  work  in  the  South  Dorchester  District  in  a  satisfactory  manner  fox  nany 
years  and  preferred  accepting  a  contract  in  the  south  Dorchester  District 
rather  than  accepting  a  contract  in  the  Korth  Dorchester  District. 
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$  i'Kcviu^H;.-  White  '    - 4  4  \V  >v     ^  ^  *  ;~3~ "  •       v  *  \;  £vl. 


farch  30,  1971 


10    ;~  ^Roxbury     ;  ,  Dooley  Brothers,  Inc..         *•        $  784,532,46.   /    '  " 

:i*;  r;  V       ;    '  165  Market  Street  •  ■  \-.    '  *;  > '    l ;  *  ^/ 

*\  *  <     ■    ' -*/'V/:    *V  >v*',„  .  4      Brighton,  Massachusetts  ^    *      ^  V     .   1  r,^1 

I  ^    .  ,03ic  lov;  bidder  Jaraes  A«  Freaney,  Inc.  is  being  recommended  for  the 


dxstrict.^  The  Doolcy  Brothers,  Inc*  has  performed  this  work  in  the  Roxbury  / 
District  in  a  satisfactory  manner  for  many  years  and  preferred  accepting  '  r/'s 
?:     a  contract  in  the  Roxbury  District  rather  than  accepting  a  contract  in  -.•'>' 
Vpv  the  city  Proper.  ,;         ;  -  ;    .  .  ^ 

Awarding  the  above  contracts  as  recpramended  to  the  second  lov/  bidders 
U'   without  an  increase  over  the  lo\7  bidders  price  and  in  view  of  the  excellent 

service  provided  by  the  aforesaid  contractors  in  their  present  respective 
,g_B  districts,  will  result  in  maintenance  of  the  high  level  of  performance*  pre- : 

viously-provided  by  this  service  and  is  in  the  best  interests  of  the  City.  'V 

^        .-^  '/i/<;i*H  ^r"^    ^  \  *  *  ,  ^v^Respectfully,    /    ^  ^1; -V:      -  <^l'2f; 


,    ^         s  ^  \     Cdriunidsioner  of  Public \VJorlcs  "  ^ 'tU 


A>V    i-t  .        Joseph  F#  Casas^a    \  \  |!     4  *  > 
■  Coriunxssxc  

\  APPROVED  \  , 

/'.Coyer  c'  P-r.v        — ~- 
-  ■         —  ■ 


JFC/ JFP/ol 
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During  reporting  period  case  agent  also  handling 
following  matters: 


1. 


I  |;  et  al,  AR  -  HOBBS  ACT,  Bufile 

92-16079.     Case  tried  5/19/75  through  6/17/75 
resulting  in  three  convictions. 

West  End  Urban  Renewal  Project,  New  Bedford,  Mass. 
et  al,  ITAR  -  BRIBERY,  Bufile  -166-6485.    This  case 
tried  from  7/14/75  to  7/23/75  resulting  in  two 
guilty  verdicts  on  Hobbs  Act  violations. 


  ITAR  -  BRIBERY,  Bufile  166-6714. This 

case  concerns  Hobbs  Act  violation  re  two  of  the 
most  prominent  Mass.  political  figures  concerning 
which  Grand  Jury  action  has  been  initiated. 

.  Boston  Office  does  not  contemplate  additional  in- 
vestigation until  such  time  as  a  definite  opinion  is  forth- 
coming concerning  the  prosecutive  potential  of  this  cj|se. 

AUSA  I  I  is  on  annual  leave  for  the  period 

7/25/75  through  approximately  8/15/75- 
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Field  Office  File Boston  92-2202* 

Title:  | KEVIN  H.  WHITER 


Bureau  File  #: 


Character: 


ANTI-RACKETEERING  -  HOBBS  ACT 


Synopsis: 


Facts  of  case  discussed  with  AUSA,  Boston,  Mass., 
and  wide  discrepancies  between  the  two  potential 
witnesses  noted ,     AUSA  notes  facts  fe  I  [ 
coupled  with  I  "j^s  mental  health,  will  be  bar 

to  prosecution;  requested  contact  with  two  addi- 
tional contractors  who  made  contributions  to 
Y/HITE's  1971  campaign  in  effort  to  determine  whether 
or  not  pressure  exerted*     One  contractor. I  I 
I  I  said  he  didn't  recall  who  or  how-  the 

contributions  were  solicited,  implying  they  were 
probably  automatic  since  the  days  of  I 


]    The  other  contractor, 


I 


acknowledged  contributions  to  WHITE'S  campaign  in 
1971,  claiming  no  one  solicited  the  contribution: 
that  his  contribution  was  based  on  fact  I  H-was 
then  working  for  Mayor  WHITE  and  is  presently  an 

for  the  City  of  Boston, 


b6 
b7C 
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BS  92-2202. 
DETAILS: 

* 

At  Boston,  Massachusetts 
"  The  facts  of  this  case  were  discussed  with 


Assistant  U.  S.  Attorney    on  May  29,  1975 , 


and  June  25,  1975,  at  which  time  it  was  noted  there  were 
wide  discrepancies  between  the  only  two  witnesses  to  the 

$10,000  contribution  to  WHITE'S  1971  campaign.     It  was  >  

noted  during  this  conference  that  the  principal  witness,|  | 

I  ~L  claimed  he  decided  to  make  the  contribution 


to  solidify  SANITAS 1  position  for  the  1972  refuse  City  of 
Boston  bids  in  the  fall  of  1971  when,  in  fact,  the  contracts 
had  already  been  awarded  in  March,  1971^  arid  would  not  be 
again  awarded  until  March,  197**.     It  was  also  noted  that 
I  I  said  he  decided  to  make  the  contribution  and  made  it 

accompanied  by  I  |while|  Iclaimed  he  had 

been  solicited  himself  by  WHITE,  he  then  going  to  I  I 


b6 
b7C 
b7D 


who  approved  paying  the  $10,000.    |  [requested  at 


this  time  two  additional  refuse  contractors  who  made  contri- 
butions to  WHITE 1 s  1971  campaign  be  interviewed  to  determine 
whether  or  not  pressure  was  exerted  on  them;  that  at  the 
conclusion  of  said  interviews  a  re-evaluation  will  bejmade 
as  to  the  prosecutive  potential  of  this  case.   |  | 
also  noted  that  the  facts  relating  to  the  shares  of  stock 
given  to  I  I  coupled  with  I  I1  s  rpental  health, 


would  be  a  bar  to  prosecution  as  to  that  portion  of  |  |s 
statements. 


-2- 


H)-302  (REV.  11-27-70)  ^j,    .  ,       .^m  / 

'V.  -  •-  •  y  *   .      *  ' 

f      *      i      »      *■      *  * 

FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 

*  Dato  of  transcription  ,  7/3/75 

I  I  was  contacted  at  Banco  Division* 

SCA  Disposal  Services ,  530  East  First  Street >  South  Boston > 
at  which  time  he  provided  the  following  data: 

He  is  no  longer  associated  with  Banco;  ,was  formerly 
an  officer  of  the  firm  which, merged  with  SCA:  I  I 


In  response  to  the  question  as  to  the  purpose  of 
the  interview >  I  1  was  told  it  pertained  to  contributions 

to  the  KEVIN  WHITE  campaign  in  1971  and  meetings  of  disposal 
contractors  working  for  the  City  of  Boston^  at  which  time 
the  prices  to  be  bid  and  the  switching  of  districts  after 
awards  were  discussed* 

He  made  contributions  to  the  WHITE  campaign  in  1971: 
does  not  recall  the  amount;  would  have  to  check  with  I  I 
I  I  who  worked  for  the  firm  to  determine  how  much  was 

contributed*    Contributions  were  made  bv  I  "I and 

♦himself  from  their  own  funds  and  not  from  corporate  funds. 
No  one  suggested  that  if  contributions  were  not  made  tha/b  the 
firm  would  have  problems  with  their  contracts.    He  doesn't  b6 
recall  who  or  how  the  contributions  were  solicited  and  J?7C 
in  response  as  to  why  made  noted  thev  were  probably  .automatic 
since  the  days  of  | 


He  never  attended  a  meeting  with  other  disposal 
contractors  in  connection  with  the  1971  City  of  Boston 
contracts,  at  which  time  contractors  discussed  what  bids  would 
be  made  and  districts  to  be  bid  v/ith  the  understanding*  they 
would  switch  back  to  districts  previously.    The  City  of 
Boston  would  handle  any  changes  for  districts,  not  the  con- 
tractors. 

The  Federal  Government  would  be  able  to  check 
the  firm's  accounting  via  Internal  Revenue  Service  returns. 


Interviewed  on  _    7/1/75  »>  fionth  Boston j  Mass.  Hie  i    Bosftop  9? -2202 

SA  ROBERT  E.  SHEEHAN  and 
u  .      SA  |  H  -  PES/gm  Dat,  dictated  7/2/75 


This  document  contains  neither  recommendations  nor  concisions  of  the  FBI.  It  is  the  property  of  the  FBI  and  is  loaned  to  your  agency; 
it  and  its  contents  are  not  to  be  distributed  outside  your  agency^ 
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FD-302  (REV.  11-27-70) 


FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 


JLl  Dato  of  transcription     1  /^/75 


|  Iwas  contacted  at  Jeffries  Disposal 

Division,  SCA  Disposal  Services,  Charger  Street,  at  which 
time  he  provided  the  following  information: 

 He  |  IJeff ries  Disposal  from  I  I  or 

I  L    He  is  now  designated  as 

anl  I  for  Jeffries  Disposal. 

In  1971  he  contributed  $1,500.00  to  the  campaign 
of  KEVIN  H.  WHITE  who  was  running  for  re-election  as  Mayor 
of  Boston.    Payment -was  via  his  check  from  his  personal 
account  at  the  National  Shawmut  Bank.    No  corporation  funds 
were  used  for  this  purnose.    No  one  solicited  the  contribu- 
tion nor  did  anyone  suggest  that  if  he  didn't  contribute  he 
would  have  a  problem  in  connection  with  his  work  for  the 
City  of  Boston.    His  contribution  was  based  wholly  on  the  fact 
that  I  Iwas  then  working  for  Mayor  WHITE  and  is  presently 

as  I  I for  the  City  of  Boston.  He 

has  no  recollection  of  making  a  $500.00  donation  in  1971; 
said  his  firm  formerly  operated  from  Marginal  Street  in  East 
Boston.  be 

b7C 

He  has  never  attended  any  meeting  when  contractors 
discussed  what  bids  they  would  submit  on  City  of  Boston- 
contracts  nor  did  anyone  know  what  he  bid  prior  to  opening. 
He  never  heard  of  any  agreement  among  disposal  contractors  ~ 
as  to  which  districts  would  be  bid,  the  bid  prices  submitted, 
and /or  switching  of  districts  after  awards. 

He  will  have  his  accountant  locate  cash  disburse- 
ments journals  and  cancelled  corporate  checks  for  the  year 
1971  and  make  them  available  for  review* 


(meowed  ™     7/1/75  Revere f  Mass.  Hie  #Boaion_9S^2202. 

SA  ROBERT  E.  SHEEHAN  and 

SA  |  |  -  RES/gm  Da}o  dicta,ed  7/2/75  


b/ 


Thi»  document  contain*  neither  recommendation*  nor  conclusion,  of  the  FBI.  It  is  the  property  of  the  FBI  and  is  loaned  to  your  agency; 
it  and  its  contents  are  not  to  be  distributed  outside  your  agency. 
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FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 


SPORTING'  ofFICE. 

BOSTON 


1TLE  OF.  CASE; 


OFF-ICE  OP  OBtGltf 

BOSTON 


KEVIN  H. "WHITE? 


DATE 

11/18/75; 


investigative  PERIOD 

9/3/75.  *:  7ll/l'3/7.5- 


REPORT M'AbE  BY 

ROBERT  E ..  SHEEHAN 


CHARACTER  OF  CASE^ 

AR  -  HOBBS  ACT 


jtYPEO  BY|'  ' 

gm 


PREFERENCE 

Report  of  SA  ROBERT  E."  SHEEHAN  dated  '§/4^75  at  Boston/ 

■--  P  rr 

•LEAD'  * 
BOSTON?  OFFICE 

At  'Bo's ton/  Ma£s«. 
Wail  follow  with  AUSA  [ 


bb 
b7C 


_     ACCOMPLISHMENTS  CLAIMED 

O^ONE  5 

ACQUIT- 

con  Vi  c, 

.  fines   ; 

SAVINGS 

RECOVERIES' 

ITALS 

s 

*• 

-A*- 


FENP^G-OVEF^  ONE  YEAR  lEDV ES -QViOs 
PENDING"  PROSECUTION  f 

over  six*  months;         EJyes  .nnfNO 


9 
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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 


»\1 

A 


opy  to: 


1  -  USA,  Boston   (Attn:  AUSA  [ 


cportof:  ROBERT  E.  SHEEHAN 

°»«:  11/18/75 

eld  Office  File  #:  BOStOn  92-2202 


Office:  Boston,  Massachusetts 

Bureau  File.*:  92-16513 


tie: 


KEVIN  H.  WHITE; 
I   1 


haractcr: 


/nopsis: 


ANTI-RACKETEERING  -  HOBBS  ACT 


No  determination  made  as  to  prosecutive  potential 
of  this  case* 

-  P  - 


DETAILS : 


At  Boston/  Massachusetts 


Assistant  U.  S.  Attorney  [ 


],  District 


of  Massachusetts ,  on  November  13,  1975 ,  said  no  determination 
has  yet  been  made  as  to  the  prosecutive  potential  of  this  case, 


b6 
b7C 


-1*- 


his  document  contains  neither  recommendations  nor  conclusions  of  the  FBI.  It  is  the  property  of  the  FBI  and  is  loaned  to  your  agency;  it  and  its  contents 
re  not  to  be  distributed  outside  ry°ur  agency. 
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a/.  ^  federalSSUreAu"  of  investigation 


ORTING  OFFICE 


boston; 


OFFICE  OF  ORIGIN 


BOSTON 


■,2/17  A6 


INVESTIGATIVE  PERIOD 


12/12/75  --.  2/11/76 


TITLE  OF  CASE 


REPORT,  MADE  BY 


^ KEVIN  H.  WHITE; 


.  ,SA  ROBERT  E..  SHEEHAN 


CHARACTER  OF  CASE 


AR  -  HOBBS  .ACT 


TYPED 

mm 


REFERENCE;     Report-  of  SA  ROBERT  E.  SHEEHAN  dated  11/18/75 
at  Boston. 


bo 
b7C 


CC  f 0:\j^^5=^ii35S. 


JUL  18  »b83 


"Copy  -furnished 


REO.  RECTOj^XZZl 


REQ.  REC'D^ 
JUL  13  1984 

ANS. 


ACCOMPLISHMENTS  CLAIMED 


CONVIC    AUTO,   t  FUG. 


FINES 


SAVINGS 


Q  NONE 


RECOVERIES 


ACQUIT- 
TALS 


CASE  HAS  BEEN: 

PENDING  OVER  ONE  YEAR  £3YES  j  |NC 
PENDING  PROSECUTION 

OVER  SIX  MONTHS  □YESQNC 


SPECIAL  AGENT 
IN  CHARGE 


COPIES  MAD,. 


Bureau  (92-16513) 
USA.,,  Boston 
1    Boston  (92-2202) 


DO  NOT  WRITE  IN  SPACES  BELOW 


Dissemination  Record  of  Attached' Report 


Notations 


Agency 


Request  Reed. 


Date  Fwd. 


How  Fwd. 


By- 


Icq  ROM  CRIM;  ^IV 
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(Rev.  3-3-59) 


UNITED  SJATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Federal  Bureau  of  investigation: 


Copy,  to: 

Report  of: 
Date: 

Field  Office  File  #: 
Title: 


1    USA j  Boston  _ 
Attn:    AUSA  [ 


ROBERT  E.  SHEEHAN 
February  17^  X$76 

92.-2^02 

jKEVIN  H«  WHITE j 


PffieeBoston,  Massachusetts  . 

Bureau-File  92rl6-5l5  * 


Character: 


ANTI-RACKETEERING  -  HOBBS  ACT 


too 
b7C 


Synopsis: 


Details : 


AUSA_>  Boston  said  there  -was  no  supporting 
evidence  that  would  enable  him  to  initiate 
a  courts e  of  prosecutive  action.. 

(G) 


On  February  ll.  1Q76.  Assistant  "United  Stages 
Attorney  I  I  District  pi  Massachusetts, 

Boston,  Massachusetts  said,  there  was  no  supporting  eVidenc.e 
that  would  e.nable  him  to  initiate  a  course  of  prosecutive, 
action;  that,  he  is  closing  his  file. 


1* 


This  document  contains  neither  recommendations  nor  conclusions  of  the,  FBI.  Ui'sthe  property  of  jhe  FBI  and  is  loaned  to 
your  agency^  it  and  its  contents  are  not  to' be  distributed: outside  your  agency. 


BS  194C-59 


be 

b7C  - 
b7D 


On  2/11/76,  atisa  I  I  declined  prosecution 

in  this  matter  because  there  was  no  supporting  evidence  to  warrant 
prosebution. 
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Boston  Police 


LOCAL  &  SIAI3 


154  Berkeley  Street 
Boston,  MassachuseAs  02 1 16 
617-536-6700  Emergeacy  911 


February  A,  1977 


Mr.  Clarence  M.  Kelley, 
Director, 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Attn:    laboratoiy  Division 


^^^^,770208106 


^  Enclosed  herein  is  a  postcard  received  by  the  Massachusetts  State  Poli^b, 
on^F^ruaiy  4,  1977,  and  in  turn  given  to  the  Boston  Police  Department  ^lleg&a 
i  |  which  threatened  the  life  of  Kevin  HTWhitA 

dn  an  assasination  *atteicpt  ♦ 


torSc 


Si. 


_  would  greatly  appreciate  that  this  postcard  be  examined  in  the  laboratory 
di^i^ionTof  your  Bureau  to  determine  if  the  party  who  typed  this  card  has  in  the  T1 
pasfcty^ewri tten  similar  infonaation  in  regards  to  threats  to  any  others  people 
instegST  governxaent  positions*  ^2\l 

After  examination  of  this  postcard  I  respectfully  request  this  item  be  ' 
returned  to  Superintendent,  John  F#  Doyle,  Chief,  Bureau  of  Investigative  Services. 


Very  tidily  yours. 


Superintendent  John  F.  Doyle 
Chief,  BureaiTof  Criminal  Iwestigative 
Division,  Boston  Police  Department 
n  n-    154  Berkeley  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02122 


214058 


i£3  i  *i»Hf 

WM,VU0tf»I|l.w 

f£69  1977 


lip/ 


Itoston  Police 


154  Berkeley  Street  ^ 
BostwvJ^  3L^acfiusetts  02  U  6 


February  9,  1977 


Mr,  Clarence  M.  Kelley,  Director 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
Washington,  D.C. 


Attn: 
Sir: 


Laboratory  Division 


Enclosed  herein  is  a  postcar 
Department  on  February  9,  1977,  a  I 
conspiracy  to  assassinate  members, of 
portation  Author ity.  0)itfl 


LOCAIi  * 


y  the  Boston  Pol  ice 
elllng  of  an  organized 
ssachusertts  Bay  Trans- 

sr 


party  who -typea  'tn is  past- — -?u 

information  regarding  -threats  * 


7 


I  would  like  to*  determine  If  the" 
card  has,  in  the  past,  written  similar  information  regarding 
to  people  in  high  government  office.    A  similar  postcard  was  forwarded 
to^you  by  the , Boston,  Police  Department,  dated  February  4,  1977. 

^       I  respectfully  request  that  this  item,  after  examination  by 
your  laboratory  division,  be  returned  to  Superintendent  John  F. 
Doyle,  Chief,  Bureau  of  Investigative  Services. 

«~rj  Very  truly  yours, 


John  F.  Doyle, 
superintendent, 
/Bureau  of  CrimI 


landing 
I  Investigations 


JFD:kjl 


f 


toi-rv3u,Wi 


to.- 


4 


7-4a  (Rev. 


To: 


Re; 


3M\ 
REPORT 
of  the 


to 


XJk^  LABORATORY 


l-C 


FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON,  D.  C.  20535 

Chief  of  Police  .lf  .  gTA*3 

154  Berkeley  Street       ^CAi  * 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02116 


Attention:    Mr.  John  F.  Doyle 
Superintendent 

Unknownxflubject ; 

Kevin  KhHfhite  -  Victim; 

Possible  Threat 


\ 

February  28,  1977 
REGISTERED 


be 

b7C 


FBI  FILE  NO. 
LAB.  NO. 
YOUR  NO. 


95.214058  u 

I* 

D-770208106*  SN 

\ 


Reference 


Letter  2/3/77 


The  material  described  below  has  been  searched  in  the  following  file  without  effecting  an 
identification: 

Anonymous  Letter  File 

Copies  .have       been  added  to  this  file  for  future  reference. 

The  submitted  material  is  roturned  herewith.    Photographs  are  retained. 

MATERIAL  SUBMITTED: 


Postcard  postmarked  "BOSTON.  MA  021  -  PM 
1977"  addressed  to  "Dept  of  Public  Safety" 
X010  Commonwealth  Ave.    Boston  Mass," 


FEB 


losure  71G884 


H-113 


".j  I'.r'-Q.CX''1 


5 


MAIL  ROOM 

5  MAR  i  0  }9T7 


WK-31 
X 


This  examination  has  been  mad£  with  the  un&rstandi^^hatjfth&  evidence  is  connected  with  an  official 
investigation  of  a  criminal  matter aa£j that  the  f^^Fa&ry  wfe^^^jbeMed  for  official  purposes  only,  related 
to  the  investigation  or  a  suhse^uenf  criminal  ptosecutfon.  ^Authorization  cannot  fce  granted  for  the  use  of  the 
Laboratory  report  in  connection  wfth  a  civil  proceeding. 


TELETYPE  UNITQ 


Clarence  M.  Kelley 
Director 


7-2 


"'1  A 


mm 


RECORDED 
2/10/77 


FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 
UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Laboratory  Work  Sheet 


NO  LAB  FILE 


To:  Chief  of  Police 
154  Berkeley  Street 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02116 

Attention:    Mr.  John  F.  Doyle 
Superintendent 


Re; 


Unknown  Subject; 

Kevin  H.  White  -  Victim; 

Possible  Threat 


FBI  FILE  NO- 
LAB.  NO. 
YOUR  NO. 

1 

Examination  by:  , 


D-770208108  SN 


be 

b7C 


Examination  requested  by; 
Reference; 

Examination  requested: 
Specimens  received: 


Addressee  ^ 
Letter 
Document 
2/7/77 


Ql  Postcard  postmarked  "BOSTON.  MA  021  -  PM  *  FEB 

1977"  addressed  to  "Dept  of  Public  Safety" 
T010  Commonwealth  Ave.    Boston  Mass." 


1 


X  *    '  <\ 


fi*7u'    /&*~&L  &2cU>  \  £W~.<3i*fc 

Ousts*...-!  ■. 


Y 


7-2 


0 


RKORDID 

2/10/77 

Us 


FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 
UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Laboratory  Work  Sheet 


HO  LAB  FXIS 


To:  Chief  of  Police 
154  Berkeley  Street 
Boston |  Massachusetts 


02116 


Attention: 


Mr*  John  F«  Doyle 
Superintendent 


Re: 


Unknown  Subject j 

Kevin  H,  ffhite  -  Victim; 

Possible  Threat 


FBI  FILE  NO. 
LAB.  NO. 
YOUR  NO. 

Examination  by: 


D-770208106  SN 


bo 
b7C 


Examination  requested  by: 
Reference: 

Examination  requested: 
Specimens  received: 


Addressee 
Letter  2/4/77 
Document 
2/7/77 


7—  fvx~*  ' 


Postcard  postmarked  "BOSTON.  MA  021**  PK  •.FEB 
-S77M  addressed  to  "Dept  of  Public  Safety 
T010  Commonwealth  Ave.    Boston  If  ass." 


•ft 


*, 


Hi.1: 


7T 


F8I/OOJ 


'        ,  I'1 


fotrk 


Dept  of  Public  Safety 
1010  Cononvealth  Ave. 


Boston  Mass* 


I    I    l    I        |    1    1  1 

•  ...Milk 


This 

and  by  this  neans.  learned  that  i 

there  Is  a 

conspiracy  to  assassinate  the  layor  of  Boston  soietiae  in 
the  near  future.  The  date  and  location  vas  not  nentloned 
but  reference  to  the  use  of  a  rifle  vas  indicated.  The 
persons  who  did  the  talking  were  not  drunk  but  apparently 
did  have  just  enough  to  drink  to  loosen  their  toungues. 
It  would  be  wise  therefor  to  warn  all  concerned  to  take 
precautions  especially  with  respect  to  public  appearances 
!  by  the  oayor  such  as  parades,  dedications  or  parties. 

6i 


b7C 

■U  t  u 


t 


DOC  LAB  NOTE 


BE  SCANNED 


DESCRIPTION 


Boston  Police 


154  Berkeley  Street 
Boston,  Massachusetts^  1 16 
17-536-6700  Emergency  911 


muss' son 


Mr.  Clarence  M.  Kel ley,  Director 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
Washington,  D.C. 

Attn:    Laboratory  Division 


Sir; 


March  21,  1977 


Enclosed  herein  Is  a  postcard  received  by  the  Boston  Police 
Department  onjfarch  18,  1977  allegedly  reporting  a -threat,  to  JU  1 1 
'rrKevin  Hfi/White.  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Boston  at  the  St.  Patrick's  Day 
parade  March  20,  1977. 

I  would  appreciate  having  this  postcard  examined  in  the  lab-  ^ 
oratory  division  of  your  Bureau  to  determine  If  the  party  who  typed 
this  card  has  in  the  past  typewritten  similar  Information  in  regard 
to  threats  to  any  other  people  in  high  government  positions. 

After  examination  of  -this  postcard,  I  respectfully  request  this 
"iteabe  returned  to  Deputy  Superintendent  John  £.  Barry,  Intelligence 
Division. 


Very  truly  yours, 


£ 


Enc. 

J£8/kj 


MR  2  8 1J77 


7  *  0 


JOyN  £.  BARRY 

)uty  Superintendent,  Commanding 
Intel  I Igence  division 


7  A!AR2«*t977 


AUG  8  i9779^ 


.  l£2&-74> 


A'  % 


REPORT 
of  the 


LABORATORY 


V 


FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON,  D.  C.  20535 


b6 
b7C 


To; 


Chief  of  Police 
154  Berkeley  Street 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02116 


ipcAL  &  state 

FBI  FILE  NO. 
LAB.  NO. 


1  -  Consolidation 

May  11,  1077 
REGISTERED 


Re: 


Attention)   Mr,  John  F.  Doyle 
Superintendent 
Bureau  of  Investigative ^Services 

Unknown  ^Subject | 

Savin  HPtfhite  -  Victim 

Possible  Assassination 


05-214053 

D-770214015 
D-770328027 


SH 
SN 


Examination  requested  by: 
Reference: 


Addressee 

Letters  2/0/77  and  3/21/77 


Examination  •  requested: 

Document 

Bpeclnen  received  2/11/77  under  cover  of  letter  2/0/77 
(D-770214015  SH)i 

Q3  U.S.  00  postcard  postmarked  "BOSTON  MA   021  PM 

FSB  10  7"  with  typewritten  address  "Box  011 
Sack  Bay  Annex,  Mass  02117'* 

-  Attentions   Mr.  John  E.  Barry 

Deputy  Superintendent  n~i  nnm 
Intelligence  Division      <  1  o  /  U 1 


X~  FBI  Boston  (0-2177) 
71870  ^QQXosure  <\>v 
Pagell 

CFK:GBR:1-J6\  <«1#)0S 


22  MAY  19  1977 


(over) 


TM^exM#natk»M»  been  made  with  the  understanding  that  the  evidence  is  connected  with  an  official 
investigation  of  a  criminal  matter  and  that  the  Laboratory  report  will  be  used  for  official  purposes  only,  related 


to  the  investigation  or  a  subsequent  criminal  prosecution!.  Authorization  cannot  be  granted  for  the  use  of  the 
Laboratory  report  in  xonnect^h  v^thlaxsIvH ) 

1  -  Bukiie  '(804391)  " 


.proceeding. 


1 

Noto 


Bufile  (9-51217),  ,„.  .  , 
:    The  Identifidatsdn  in1' 


the  Anonynous  letter  File  was  made 
by  Laborat^^^id  |  [ 

mail  room  CD 


i  Director 


70  JUL 


.TELETYPE  UNITtZD 


bo 
b7C 


*ei/ooj 


Specimen  received  3/23/77  under  cover  of  letter  3/21/77 
(B-77G328027  SH): 


03  TJ#S.  »$  postal  card  poetaarked  H13  MAR  1977** 

bearing  typewritten  addreae  **Bo*  9X1  Sack  Bay 
Annex   02117**  with  typonrlttoa  aoesaao  on 
,  reverse  aide  beginning  I  I  be* 

learned*  ««** 


Seoul  t  of  examination: 

Qlr  prevlouty  aubnltted,  0*  and  0$  have  been 
aeaociated  la  the  Anoayaoue  Let  tar  111*  with  evidential 
material  eubnitted  by  TBT  Boston  la  their  case  entitled 
"tJttknown  Subject*  aka  I  t  *t  AH*f\  I- 

I  ~|  JSt  Ai  -  Victinj  latent  loo, 11 

the  caeatioaed  typewriting  oa  Ql  aoet  closely 
correapende  to  111  laboratory  etaadard*  f or  aa  tfnderwood 
elite  atyle  of  type.   The  tuecttoaed  typewriting  on  Q2 
and  Q3  moat  cloaely  correspond*  to  TBI  laboratory  standards 
for  a  ftanington  elite  atyle  of  type. 

Tbe  01  typewriting  was  aaaoclated  with  Q1S, 
Ql*>  Q53>  Q7*t  Qtft  and  qot  in  the  *M  Beaton  natter* 
Tbe  Q2  and  Q3  typewriting  wa*  aeaociated  vitb  0*8  through 
0103  in  the  JTBX  Beaton  ease* 

30  indented  writing*  watermark*  or  other 
extraaeou*  nark*  of  value  sere  noted  on  tbe  submitted 
specie***  that  would  aid  in  date  mining  tbe  specific 
sour**  of  tbe**  iteae. 


Page  2 

D-7703il4015  SH 


Q2  and  Q3  have  boon  photographed  and  are  bo  log 
returned  in  the  abaenco  of  a  specific  request  for  a  latent 
fingerprint  examination*   If  'tis  ennsination  is  dosired  > 
it  is  suggested  that  <J2  and  Q3  bo  resubmitted  to  4he 
Identification  Division*  Attention*   Latont  Xlngorprint 
Section*  * 

,  Q2  is  returned  herewith. 

Q3  is  being  returned  sits  the  copies  designated » 
Attention;   Mr,  John  £•  Barry  ,  Deputy  Superintendent* 
Intelligence  Division* 


Fags  3 

P-770214013  S» 


oboratory.Tronsmittal  Form 


X^AcL.  LABORATORY  ._L*_i. 

FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON,  D.  C.  20535 

SAC,  Boston  (9-2177)  May  11,  1977 

From:  Dlre«t*r,  FBI  FBI  FILE  NO. 

95-214058 

LAB.  NO. 

Re:  D-770214015  SN 

Unknown  Subject,  D-770320027  SH 
Kevin  H.  Ifhlto  -  Victim; 
Possible  Assassination 


Exajaination  revested  by: 

b  .  Boston 

Reference: 

*    .  ,         Letters  2/9/77  and  3/21/77 

Examination  reqttested:  '  ' 

Document 

Remarks: 


be 

b7C 


For  the  information  of  FBI  Boston,  inasmuch 
as  prosecution  in  your  case  has  been  declined  and  the 
case  closed  by  report  dated  6/13/73,  the  submitted  specimens 
from  Chief  of  Police,  Boston  are  not  being  consolidated 
at  this  time.    However,  if  your  case  is  reopened  the 
Laboratory  should  be  advised  immediately  regarding  a 
consolidation  of  these  specimens. 

Attached  for  Boston  are  copies  of  three 
incoming  communications  from  Chief  of  Police,  Boston 
and  a  Laboratory  report  dated  2/28/77,  D-770208106  SN, 


Enclosures  (6) 

CFK/OBR:lJs  y0 
(4)  A 


DO  NOT  INCUSE  APJ,H>^r\\TIVE 

?  i4  C^T"    ■ '  -;' ;  1  •  >  V,  '  v  ''ST 

li-rvi:::  :;;c  vnvs  LL'i'CX 1 


ADMINISTRATIVE  PAGE 


MAIL  ROOM  CD     TELETYPE  UNIT  CD 


he 


% 


RECORDED 
3/29/77 


FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 
UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Loborotory  Work  Sheet 


NO  LAB  FILE 


To; 


Re: 


Chief  of  Police 
154  Berkeley  Street 
Boston,  Massachusetts 


02116 


Attention: 


Mr,  John  E.  Barry 
Deputy  Superintendent 
Intelligence  Division 


Unknown  Subject; 

Kevin  H.  White  -  XXKX  Victim; 

Threat  to  Kill 


FBI  FILE  NO. 
LAB.  NO. 
YOUR  NO- 

Exax&i nation  by: 


D-77032#027  SN 


be 

hlC 


Examination  requested  by: 
Reference: 

Examination  requested: 
Specimens  received: 


Addressee 
Letter  3/21/77 
Document 
3/28/77 


U«S«  9£  postal  card  postmarked  ,f15  MAR 
1977"  bearing  typewritten  address  "Box  911 
Back  Bay  Annex    02117"  with  typewritten 
message  on  reverse  side  beginning  |  "| 
1  has  learned.. ♦" 


b6 

hlC 

hlD 


\ 


m&WL 


J 


7-2 


RECORDED 

2/17/77 

lkf 


FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 
UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Laboratory  Work  Sheet. 


NO  LAB  FILE 


.    ,  J  «*  Superintendent  John  F.  Doyle 

Bureau  of  Investigative  Services 
jBo^feeny-Massaeiiijrs'e  bfcs — 021H? 


Be-    ocuytfOWN  SUBJECPf^ 

MASS^y^ETTS-BA^HBRANSPORTATION- 
AUTHORITY  -  VICTIM: 
THREAT  TO  ASSASSINATE 

Exaoihatioa  requested  by:      Addr  e  S  S  ee 


D-770214015    SN  * 


FBI  FILE  NO 

* 

LAB.  NO. 


r/ 


Examination  by: 


Reference: 

Examination  requested: 
Specimens  received: 


Letter  2/9/77 

Document 

2/11/77 


be 

b7C 


U.St  9C  postcard. postmarked  "BOSTON  MA    021  PM  __FEB  19_7" 
with:  typewritten  address  "Box  911    Back  Bay  Annex,  ~" 
Mass  02117" 


0  77O  **S-S*a<£7l       ^&-3.f+0!>$ - 1 


-  -  ■5L/-5.  -  - 


V-  to*** 


v. 


;  \  Q„         1-  5 1911 


y  1 


_3d6 
b7c" 


<*~^&J?  rZ&st  <£<  y  sfc&Z^-A-Jp  ^4 


V. 


t 


RECORDED 

2/17/77 

lkf 


FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 
UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Laboratory  Work  Sheet 


NO.  LAB  FILE 


Superintendent  John  F.  Doyle 
Chief 

Bureau  of  Investigative  Services 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02116 


Re.     UNKNOWN  SUBJECT; 

MASSACHUSETTS  BAY  TRANSPORTATION 
AUTHORITY  -  VICTIM: 
THREAT  TO  ASSASSINATE 


FBI  FILE  NO. 
LAB.  NO. 
YOUR  NO. 

Examination  by: 


B-770214015  SN 


b6 
b7C 


ExaninatioQ  requested  by: 
■  Reference: 

Exaoination  requested: 
Specimens  received: 


Addressee 
Letter  2/9/77 
Document 
2/11/77 


U«S.  9$  postcard  postmarked  "BOSTON  MA   021  PM   FEB  19  7" 
with  typewritten  address  "Box  911   Back  Bay  Annex,  ~ 
Mass  02117" 


-7? 


rei/DOJ 


7-2 


f 


ft 


RECORDED 

3/29/77 

ljs 


FEDERAL  BUREAU  OFilNVESTlGATION 
UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Laboratory  Work  Sheet 


NO  LAB  FILE 


To:  Chief  of  Police 
154  Berkeley  Street 
Bos ton |  Massachusetts  02116 


Attention: 


Re: 


Mr.  John  E.  Barry 
Deputy  Superintendent 
Intelligence  Division 


Unknown  Subject  j   

Kevin  H.  White  -  XX8X  Victim; 
Threat  to  Kill 


FBI  FILE  NO. 
LABI  NO. 
YOUR  NO. 

Examination  by: 


D-77032&027  SN 


be 

'  hlC 


Exewnatioa  requested  by: 
Reference; 

^Exattunettioa  requested? 
Speciaoens  received: 


Addressee 
Letter  3/21/77 
Document 
3/28/77 


U.S.  9$  postal  card'  postmarked  "15  MAR 
1977"  bearing  typewritten  address  "Box  911 
Back  Bay  Annex    02117"  with  typewr,liifin_ 
message  on  reverse  side  beginning 
|  ~|nas  learned. . ." 


be 

b7C 
b7D 


,  -!  .    ...  .   


■ 

JH  A  conspiracy  has  been  organized  to  assassinate  the  head  nan 
and  other  top  brass  of  the  Mass,  Bay  Transportationb  Authority. 


Will  send  you  more  info  if  I  can  get  it. 


be 

b7C 
b7D 


RECEIVED 

BOX  911 

■FEB  OT  W 


BOSTON  POLICE  DEPT. 


DOC  LAB  NOTE  / 


'•'f 


BE  SCANNED 

DESCRIPTION 


FEDERAL-  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 
FOIPA 

DELETED  PAGE  INFORMATION  SHEET 
No  Duplication  Fees  are  charged  for  Deleted  Page  Information  Sheet(s). 


Total  Deleted  Page(s)  ~  1 
Page  27  ~  bo\  b7C,  b7D 


CV147  (1*1 


*  13-81) 


CRIMINAL  IN 


v* 


IGATIVE  DIVISION 


INFORMATIVE  NOTE 

Date. 


5/14/81 


UNSUB;   ALLEGATION  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H . 
WHITE,   MAYOR/   BOSTON    (BS) ,  MASSACHUSETTS 


Re.  IN  r-ONNECTION  WITH  POSSIBLE  MISUSE  OF 
*  OFFICE;  I  


[ 


]-  VICTIM 


b7D 


[ 


] 


alleged  that  BS  Mayor  Kevin  White  was  pressuring 

~1J,  ,  H* 

hy  using  his  influence  wit:n|  _J 
"  I  to  effect  the  possible  lndict- 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


ment  of~E 


]    BS  Gl5T>e  Columnist  [ 


to  be  tHe  Mayor's  instrument. 

|  — f  deduced  this  position  from  mention 
I  Ibv  the  Mayor  during  recent 


1 


,  1)  by  telephone.     He  note 

left  messages  in  his  attempt  to  reachL  

to  the  ef  fect  that  I  ~  I  was  attempting  to 
reach  him  concerning!  1 


discussions 


returned  [ 


nd  subsequent  attempts  by  [ 


that  I 


L 


T 


to  monitor  all 

,      I-  . 

At  the  BS  Division's  request,  I   I 

■  ~     "  ■ " 1 .     The  call 


e  would  have  with[ 


L appealed 
e  \i 

Di\;.   „  

Js  telephone  cal 


b  6 

b7C 

b7D 


unmonitored  but  in  the  presence  of  BS  Division 
Agents ,  did  not  according  to  I  I  and  Agents 

hearing  I  \&  side  of  the  conversation, 

contain  any  suggestions  of  impropriety  or 
illegality. 


PFNzcsm, (7) 


1  - 
1  - 

[1  - 


1  - 
1  - 
1  - 


b6 
b7C 


rsi/ooj 


1 


BS  Division  has  abandoned  any  desire  to  consensual!^ 
monitor  telephonic  Or  non- telephonic  conversations  by 
^  ™" unless  the  situation  changes.  b?D 


APPROVED^ 


Director 


i  Exec.  AD  lnv._ 


Adm.Serv, 
Crim-  Inv, 


•gal  Coun._ 
Ian.  &  ln*P:< 
flee. 

1  r*wvn3 


.OfJ  o*  Cons-  & 
Public  Alte-  _ 


■W^-  ■     '.'  . 

OF  ^S 
"    R-  13215.«Z  *AY  3  I 

-  -TO  DI2ICT03  (ROUTES) 


TTSi 


.  *      seer/0^  • 


WCC  SECTION  PUBLIC  C03PUPTI0N  U"U^ 


una  as 


ALLEGATION  CO  NCEPNIPQ      VIS  H.  'w*ttTE.  i4AYO>?-,  BOSTON, 


«  COKHECtlOJf  WITH  PGSSI?t 

~  vjtcmtctt  n ft  r* ttjt t CF  - 1 

1-  vjsxisfo 

RS'  BOSTON  TEL CAL  £ 
ON  MAY  11,  1931 


])   TO  _?U   (|  pflftY   1/1,   1?51,,  : 


]  AD  VISED  THAT  THE  30'STOW  .CIT  Y  COUNCIL  A  WD  R©S£OSf-/'MAYpp  '•/ 


bo 

b7C  '■ 
b7D  ■ 


.     KEVI*?  W-KITF  A°F  GIR-EFMTLY  INVOLVED  I*  SERIOUS  HSGTViATIO.!9"  OV.S5H  A'-' 
'^.SISCE  OF  LF,3ISLATI-0>?  OVFP '  A'JT HO* IZ AH 9 FO»  IMF.  CITY  TO  5*LL  ^75 

A!©  9<9  MILLJOW  DOLLARS  WOPTH  OF  WUMI CIPAL  ?0N'9S  TO.  ALLEVIATE- "'THE 
■''"'CITY'S -FINANCIAL  '?*OBL^$.     TK^gj  '^°Jj|TI0MS  .-P0 

FOH  ABOUT  TWO  BOOTHS  WITHOUT  ANY  SOLVIT*.  T^^ITY^COLfNCTL ;  f^SjCK,I»G  ^ 
.   'TO  ADO  Pftfyt  SIGHS  TO '  THE:  SORDIHG  .'Hi LL  WHICH'  WOULO' LI31.IT  SCSt/STF  K*AY03 


PAGE  n'O  BS'  194C-WSW  MJ?40LAS 
WHITES  AS  TO  FISCAL  A.FFAIP'S.    *!AY03  'V-HITE/ SOES'  HOT-«V^»it/.:v.:'-s 

SUCK.  SPENDING  RE  ST  PA  I  N'T  S  IMPOSED  AMD"  HA?  REFUSED"'  TO, .APPROVE  THE:^/...  •'; ■'(-■ 
-BILL  •  ■  THE  CITY.  COUNCIL  HAS  SUBMITTED  FIVE- VERSIONS  OF  TKE:';  : \\ 
30*5)  I      SILL  ALL  OF.  WHICH  HAVE  BEE  N T  VP  NED-  DOW  M  3Y:  &1AY0P  WHITE;---,- 

~| AD VI SED  THAT  THERE .  IE  ?»ESE*?T  TAU  OF  MUNICIPAL  BANKRUPTCY  \  . 
UtLESS  A  BILL-  CAN  BE  WORKED  OVT .  '  .; '  ". 


ON  MAY  9,  IPS  I  THE  CITY.  COUNCIL  *ET  AND  APPROVED. A  FIFTH  . VERSION 
OF  THE  BO  ©IMC  PILL.     FROli  ALL  U!D I  CATIONS  IT  .  APPEARS  .THAT  MyOj*  WHITE 
WILL  «0T '-APPROVE  THIE4PILL  EITH'EP. 


PAGE  THREE  5?  19AC-NEW  PECLA? 


■0"  MAY.  l?-t  19*1 


CALLED 


TO  [ 


].    SHE  IfWtfEO 


THAT 


]*S  HOME. ..AND.  SPOKE 


VOT  AT  HO^E . 


THEN  TOLD  [ 


THAT  HE.  TALK  WITH 


CONCERN  I  MS  C 


TTHAT  IT  WAS  IMPORTANT.- 



(5S  194CM52) 


C 


DID  NOT  DISCUSS  A  FY  SPECIFIC?  CO  "CEP  «*I  !*G  [ 
]   LATER  -&H  THE  SA*E  DAY  I  I  CALLED  EZ 


]»S  HOME 


APAI«.    THIS  TIME  HE  SPOKE  TO  [ 


WAS  AGAIN  IMPORTED  THAT 


ADVISED  THAT  HE  HAS  OTOK'!? 


]WAS  WOT  IN  SO  HE  LEFT  ft  HE  PS AGE;  ' 

FOP  ABOUT  TWENTY -= 


FIVE  YE  APS.  DURING  THIS  TIME 
PE5S0H4L  FRIEND  OF  | 


HAS  MENTIONED"  THAT  HE  IS  A. 


[ 


3 


ADVISED  THAT  HE  RELIEVES  THAT  THESE  PHONE  CALLS  FP0P5 

IS  A"  ATTEMPT  3Y  MAYOR  WHITE.  TO 


PAGE  FOUR  BS   194C- l£V  - UNCLAS 


]  ADVISED  HE  HAS  NOT  RETURNED. 


VS  PHOM?  CALLS, 


ADVISED  HZ  HAS  MOT  HEARD.  FROW 


[ 


]  IN  A  LONG  T i^E  AND  HE  FELT  IT  VAS  STRANGE  THAT 


.WOULD. 


CALL  HI*  AT  T  MIS  TIME.  '.-  \ 

QN  *!AY  11,  19*51  AUTHORITY  WAS-  REQUESTED '  FOR  THE'  USE  OF  A  BODY  '. 
RECORDER  IK  THIS  MATTE?'.     THIS  AUTHORITY  WAS  THEN  GRANTED  UNDER;. THE 
POSSIBILITY  OF  AH  OBSTRUCTION  OF  JUSTICE  MATTER.  THIS  AUTHORITY.  -  ; . 
HAS  MOT  BEEN  USED  AND  IS  MOT  ANTICIPATED  TO  3E  USED:  IIS  THE  NEAR'  FUTURE. 

f/iAOE  ft  PHONE  CALL  TO 


ON  MAY   LP.,  19*51 


10  NIT  ORE 


FRO?1  THE  50ST0N  OFFICE  OF  THE  FBI.    THIS  PHONE  CALL  WAS  NOT 

DISCUSSED  TWO:  ' 


ADVISED  THAT  HE  A«D 


■THINGS  DURING.  THEIR'  CONVERSATION.     THE  FI°ST  THING-  WAS 


OF  30  ST  OH  FISCAL  PROBLEMS. 


TOLD 


DISCUSSED- THE  CITY 
THAT  THESE  PR03LEMS 


ARE  ALL  PE  CAUSE  OF  'MAYOR*  WHITS  •    AND  THAT  WHITE  IS  NOT  WILLING  TO' GIVE 
AT  ALL  A  NO  H?  M^S  TO  RUK  T HE"  CIT  Y  HIS  0*H  WAY  WITHOUT  ANY  INTERFERENCE. 


:h6  . 
.b7C 
■  b7D 


b6  :. 

b7C 
b7D 


ADVISED  THAT  WHITE  CUW^TLY  KA?  FIVT  UOTE?  0«  THE  CITY  COUNCIL 


PAGE  FI VS.'  3S;  I 9  4  C-  MEW-  U  *CL A S 


THEN  DISCUSSED 


PR  QBLEW.. 


TOLD 


THAT  |  SITUATION-  I-S.  TOO  CLOSE  TO.  CALL- 


IT.  IS'  CURRENTLY  TETEPItfO  BACK  AND  FORTH.     IT  IS  CURRENTLY .  6*  .-.  43 
 i. 


IK  FAVOR  OF  [ 


]S  PROBLEM  IS  TOO  CLOSE  TO  SC3EW  4PCTi*D  WITH* 


ALSO  ADVISED 


IS. 


ALSO 


it. 


}lS  !«  A  LITTLE  3ETTEP  SHAPE  THAM 

| THAT  THIS  CONVERSATION  WAS  PRIVATE  AHD  NOT-TO  DISCUSS 
TOLD  I  I  NOT  TO  LET  THIS  CONVERSATION  GET  ABOUND 


SUGGESTED  THAT"  THEY  GET  TOGETHER  FOR  LUNCH  AHD- DISCUSS- 


THIS  ;MATTEP. 
I  ~ 


] ADVISED  THAT  IT  SOUNDED  LIKE 

I  ALSO 


WAS  TRYING  TO  DO. 


HI1*!  A  FAVOP  3Y  TELLING  HIM  .  A 30 UT 


■be 

hlC 
hlD 


' 


BSO007  1351850 
lift  HQ 
OE  oSL 

R  15  1S45Z  MAY  81 
FM  80ST0n\i94C-186> 
L  TO  DIRECTOR  RbutlNE 
8T 

UNCLAS 
ATTENTION 
UNIT 

UKSUB;  ALLEGATION  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H.  "WHITE    MAYOR  ,  BOSTON, 
MASSACHUSETTS,  IN  CONNECTION  WITH  POSSIBLE  MISUSE  OF  OFFICE . 


«8 


Off,  t  I 
r  — 


WHITE  COLLAR  CRIME  SECTION,  PUBLIC  CORRUPT  10! 


-  VICTIM.  //AW 


RE  BOSTON  TELETYPE  TO  BUREAU  DATED  MAY  13.,  198 J. 

ADVISED  THAT  ON  MAY  12, 


r 


ON  MAY  14,  1981 


1981,  HE  WAS  LEAV.IN3  THE 


WHEN  HE' 


NOTICED  MAYOR  KEVIN  WHITE  T.ALKIH3  LOUDLY  WITH  SOME  OF  HIS  PEOPLE. I  '  ^ 


;b6  \ 

;.b7C  \ 

I,  * 

.b7D  j 


HEARD  THE  MAYOR  ME  NT  J  OK 


•S  NAME  SO  HE  STOPPED 


HIS  CAR « 


AND  THE  MAYOR  .PROCEEDED  TO  GET  INTO  A  HEATED 
ARGUMENT  CONCERNING  THE  PROBLEMS  THAT  HAD  BEEN  THE  SUBJECT  OF    '  , 
DISCUSSION  FOR  SEVERAL  MONTHS  THAT  IS  THE  MAYOR'S  EXCESS>VE_£*D  J 


7  m  22  J981 


8  4  j.WJ 


PAGE  TWO  BS  194C-186  UNCLAS 

ILLEGAL  SPENDING  OF  CITY  FUNDS  AND  THE  DISPUTE  BETWEEN  THE  MAYOR 
AND  THE  CITY  COUNCIL. 

OH  MAY  14,  1981,  AT  7:30  AM,, 


SAID  THAT 


COLUMNIST  FOR  THE  BOSTON  GLOBE  NEWSPAPER),  TELEPHONED 
.AT  HIS  HOME. 
PROBLEM  WITH 


TOLD  HIM  THAT  THE 
\  BS  194C-152)  SHOULD 


BE  RESOLVED  IN  ABOUT  TWO  WEEKS.  ONE  WAY  OR  THE  OTHER.  THE  TWO , 
MEN  THEN  DISCUSSED  THE  CURRENT  PROBLEMS  CONFRONTING  THE  CITY  OF 
BOSTON. 

'FEELS  MORE  STRONGLY  NOW  THAT  THE  EVENTS  OF  THE 


.PAST  FEW  W.EEKS  ARE  DEFINITELY  AN  ATTEMPT  BY  MAYOR  WHITE  TO 


BOSTON  HAS  NOT  EXERCISED  THE  USE  OF  A  BODY  RECORDER  IN  THIS 
MATTER  BY 


TO  DATE.    THIS  AUTHORITY  WAS  OBTAINED  ON 


MAY  11,  1981. 

I NVESTIGAT 10  N  CO  NTI  TONS . 

BT 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


it 


\ 

BSO001  1381825 
00  HQ 
DE  BS 

0  181640Z  MAY  81 

FM  BOSTON  (194C-186) 

TO  DIRECTOR  IMMEDIATE 

L  BT 

UNCLAS 

ATTENTION  SAA 


%  Hi 


IBM 

\     •'  1 


VJ 


1 


<0 


J  WHITE  COLLAR  CRIME  SECTION,  PUBLIC 


CORRUPTION  UNIT.  (HAND  CARRY  TO  ROOM  3137) 

UNSUB;  ALLEGATION  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H.  WHITE,  MAYOR,  BOSTON,  MASS, , 
 1  —  " 1  ^j-  

IN  CONNECTION  WITH  POSSIBLE  MISUSE  OF  OFFICE, | 


-VICTIM.  tfACPV 


ON  MAY  18,  1981 ,  BOSTON  TELETYPE 


15'  1S51"  ft  lf^C0^ 


REBSTELCALL  TO  SA 
TO  BUREAU  DATED  MAY  13,  1981  AND  MAY 
PURPOSE: 

AUTHORITY  IS  REQUESTED  TO  UTILIZE  AN  ELECTRONIC  DEV 
TO  CONSENSUALLY  MONITOR  AND/OR  RECORD  PRIVATE  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN 

MAYOR  KEVIN  WHITE} 


}  AND  OTHERS  CURRENTLY  UNIDENTIFIED  IN  CONNECTION  WITH 


A  HOBBS  ACT-CPO  AND  POSSIBLE  OBSTRUCTION  OF  JUSTICE  MATTER. 


PAGE  TWO  BS  194C-186  UNCUAS 
DETAILS: 

ON  MAY  18,  1981, 


MAYOR  WHITE  WAS  TALKING  TO 
MAY  12,  1981  WAS 


ADVISED  THAT  THE  PERSON 

ON 


INDEPENDENT  TAXI 


OPERATORS  ASSOCIATION. 


TOLD 


THAT  MAYOR  WHITE 


,  WHO 


HAD  ASKED  HIM  TO  GET  BOSTON  CITY  COUNCILLOR 

|IS  FRIENDLY  WITH,  TO  VOTE  WITH  MAYOR  WHITE  ON  THE  BONDING 
BILL  FOR  THE  CITY  OF  BOSTON.    MAYOR  WHITE  TOLD  |  |  IF  HE  COULD 

S  VOTE  THEN  WHITE  WOULD  GIVE 


GET 


ANY  TAXI  STAND  IN  THE  CITY. 


FURTHER  TOLD 


HIS  CHOICE  OF 

THAT 


SUCH  A  STAND  WOULD  BE  WORTH  A  LOT  OF  MONEY. 

ON  MAY  13,  1981,  THE  BOSTON  HERALD  AMERICAN  NEWSPAPER  MAN 
A  FULL  PAGE  STORY  CONCERNING  AN  INTERVIEW  WITH  MAYOR  WHITE.  ONE 
OF  THE  QUOTES  OF  MAYOR  WHITE  IN  THE  ARTICLE  WAS  "THE  SCHOOL 
COMMITTEE:  IT'S. LIKE  THEY'VE  GOT  DIPLOMATIC  IMMUNITY  (IN  THE  PRESS) 
ONE  IS  INDICTED,  TWO  ARE  UNDER  INVESTIGATION.    THEY'RE  FIVE  PART- 
TIMERS.    IT'S  LIKE  A  CORPORATION  WITH  A  SUBSIDIARY  OVER  WHICH  YOU 
HAVE  NO  CONTROL  THAT  SUDDENLY  GIVES  YOU  A  $40  MILLION  OVER 
RUN....". 

ALSO  ADVISED  THAT  THE  CITY  COUNCIL  HELD  ANOTHER 
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MEETING  ON  MAY  14,  1981  AND  A  SIXTH  VERSION  OF  THE  PROPOSED  BONDING 
BILL  WAS  PASSED  AND  SENT  TO  MAYOR  WHITE.    LOCAL  NEWSPAPER  ACCOUNTS 
INDICATE  THAT  MAYOR  WHITE  WILL  NOT  APPROVE  THIS  VERSION.  ON 
MAY  15,  1981  MAYOR  WHITE  CALLED  FOR  A  SPECIAL  MEETING  OF  THE  CITY 
COUNCIL  AT  3:00  PM  ON  MAY  18,  1981,  FOR  THE  PURPOSE  OF  COUNCIL 
CONSIDERATION  OF  YET  ANOTHER  PROPOSAL  OF  MAYOR  WHITE'S  CONCERNING 
THE  BONDING  BILL. 

ON  MAY  17,  1981,  THERE  APPEARED  AN  ITEM  IN  THE  BOSTON  GLOBE 
NEWSPAPER  ARTICLE  TITLED,  "SHORT  CIRCUITS"  WHICH  CONTAINED  A 
REFERENCE  TO  A  DECISION  TO  BE  MADE  BY  THE  END  OF  MAY  BY  U.S. 
ATTORNEY  EDWARD  F.  HARRINGTON  CONCERNING  WHETHER  THERE  IS  SUFFICIENT 
EVIDENCE  TO  PROCEED  AGAINST  A  MEMBER  OF  THE  BOSTON  SCHOOL 
COMMITTEE  INVOLVING  CONTINUING  PROBES  OF  ALLEGED  KICKBACKS  ON  THE 
BOSTON  SCHOOL  BUS  CONTRACT. 


FURTHER  ADVISED  THAT  THERE  IS  ABSOLUTELY  NO 


DOUBT  IN  HIS  MIND  THAT  MAYOR  WHITE  AND 


ARE  ATTEMPTING 


TO  EXTORT 


ADVISED  THAT  HE  DOES  FEEL  VERY  MUCH 
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THREATENED  BY  THIS. 


ADVISED  THAT  HE  IS  WILLING  TO  COOPERATE 


IN  THIS  INVESTIGATION  AND  WEAR  A  BODY  RECORDER  AND/OR  RECORD 
CONVERSATIONS  WITH 


,  MAYOR  KEVIN  WHITE, 


AND  POSSIBLY  OTHERS  AND  TO  TESTIFY  IN  COURT  SHOULD 
HE  BE  REQUIRED  TO  DO  SO,    HE  WILL  PROVIDE  WRITTEN  CONSENT  BEFORE 
UTILIZING  THE  EQUIPMENT. 
ADMINISTRATIVE 

EMERGENCY  AUTHORIZATION  IS  BEING  SOUGHT  DUE  TO  THE  FACT  THAT 
CONTACT  BETWEEN  VICTIM  AND  SUBJECT  IS  EXPECTED  TO  HAPPEN  AT  ANY  TIME. 
THE  BUREAU  IS  REQUESTED  TO  OBTAIN  A  THIRTY  DAY  AUTHORIZATION  TO 
USE  ELECTRONIC  MONITORING  DEVICES.     IT  IS  ANTICIPATED  THAT  THE 

[  HOWEVER  IF  A  FIXED  DEVICE  IS 


DEVICE  WILL  BE  WORN  BY 


UTILIZED,  IT  WILL  ONLY  BE  ACTIVATED  IF  THE  CONSENTING  PARTY  IS 

PRESENT. 

USA  OPINION 

THERE  IS  NO  USA  OPINION  CONTAINED  HEREIN  BECAUSE  THE  ORIGINAL 
ALLEGATION  WAS  THAT  MAYOR  WHITE  THROUGH  HIS  FRIENDSHIP  WITH 
COULD  INFLUENCE 


1. 


CONCERNING  HIS  UPCOMING  DECISION  AS  TO  WHETHER 


WILL  BE  INDICTED  FOR  HIS  CRIMINAL  PARTICIPATION  IN  THE  BOSTON 


b6 
b7C 
■b7D 


b7D 


he 
hie 
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SCHOOL  COMMITTEE  CASE, 

SAC  BOSTON  CONCURS  WITH  THE  USE  OF  CONSENSUAL  MONITORING  AND 
TRANSMITTING  DEVICES  IN  THIS  INVESTIGATION. 
BT 


BSO015  14S  2017 
OE  SS 

R  2S170&  MAY  81 
FM  BOSTON  <l94C-18S>(P)/ 
TO  D  I  RECTOR  ROUTINE 

UNCLAS 


4  l,J<  ■  't 

llz 

frotllfc BUREAU 
Of  ZmVCSTlSATIOff 
COMMUNICATIONS  SECTION 


JJNSU3S;  ■ALLEBAtlM-.POHCERIIIWG JfgVIN  HTwHITE^  MAYOR  OF  BO 

1  7  VlfiJIfll 


HOBBS  ACT  -  CORRUPTION  OF  PUBLIC  OFFICIALS,  00  ?  BOSTON. 
RE  BUREAU  TELETYPE  TO  BOSTON  DATED  MAY  \S  t  |98l. 


ON  MAY  22,  |98l, 


WAS  ADVISED 


SUFFICIENT  PR 03 ABLE  CAUSE  TO  MONITOR  CONVERSATIONS 


JIONS  BE?iSr  HIMSE 


HIMSELF 
23  MAY  281981 
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AND  [ 


,  jOR  WHITE. 

INFORMATION  FROM  | 


HOWEVER  .  THE  FBI  COULO  BE  WILLING  TO  ACCEPT 
CONCERNING  THIS  MATTER.  | 


ADVISED  THAT  HE  DID  NOT  UNDERSTAND  THIS  BECAUSE  IT  WAS  VERY  CLEA* 
IN  HIS  MIND  THAT 


AND  WHITE  WERE  ATTEMPTING  TO  USE  HIS 


POSSIBLE  INDICTMENT  TO 


HOWEVER ,  IF  HE  RECEIVED  ANY  FURTHER  INFORMATION  HE 


WOULD  ADVISE  THE  BOSTON  OFFICE. 

ON  MAY  21,  1981,  UNITED  STaTES  ATTORNEY  EDWARD  F.  HARRINGTON, 


TO  BE  RETURNED 


D  ISTR.ICT  OF  MASSACHUSETTS  ,  BOSTON  ,  MASSACHUSETTS    ADVISED  THaT 
HE  EXPECTS  THE  INDICTMENT  AGAINST  | 
WITHIN  THE  NEXT  SEVERAL  WEEKS. 
ADMINISTRATIVE-: 

THE  UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEY'S  OFFICE,  DISTRICT  OF  MASSACHUSETTS, 
BOSTON ,  MASSACHUSETTS ,  HAS  NOT  BEEN  MADE  AWARE  OF  THE  DEVELOPMENTS 
IN  THIS  MATTER. 
BT 


t 


059  4 


Of 


rami  xumxu  cj  ;nvist:oat;cn 
communxat&n  &i$$acz  tern 


■  \ 


OATt 

HAY  M,  1181 
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UNCLAS  E  F  T  0 


PRECEDENCE 

PRIORITY 
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FM 
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JBT 
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~*  -  jI  


10_ 


FM  DIRECTOR  FBI 


WHITE,  MAYOR/ sBOSTON, 

r 


  |-  VICTIj^' H ficfo 

REBSTELS  TO  THZ  BURZhlffflkr 'fs^^Sf^AND  MAY  IS,  Mfli. 
BUTELCAL  TO  BOSTON,  MAY.  IS,'  llfil* 

AUTHORITY  FOR  CONSENSUAL  MONITORING  AS  REQUESTED  IN 
_REBSTEL  OF  MAY  IS,  1151 ,  IS  NOT  APPROVED  BASED  UPON  THE; 
WEAKNESS  OF  PREDICATION  AND  THE  EXTREME  POLITICAL  SENSITIVITY 
CONNECTED  WITH  THE  ALLEGATIONS-    AS  BOSTON  IS  AWARE,  THE 
4(J POTENTIAL  FOR  MISUSE  OF  THE  FBI  FOR  POLITICAL  PURPOSES  HERE  IS 
.SIGNIFICANT-    BOSTON  SHOULD  CONTINUE  TO  ACCEPT  INFORMATION  FROM 
OR  OTHERS  BEARING  ON  THE  SITUATION  AND  ADVISE  FBIHd 


OF  SIGNIFICANT  DEVELOPMENTS •     PROHIBITION  AGAINST  CONSENSUAL 


CO  NOT'TY?E  MESSAGE  2EIOV/  THIS  UH 


APTKOVEO  3Y 


DRAFTED  5Y 
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NOTE:    .DISAPPROVED  BY  DAD  CARP  MAY  16-,  .n81«.  AND  COMMUNICATED 

BY  WHITE-COLLAR  CRIMES  SECTION 


TO  RELIEF  .SUPERVISOR  I 
SUPERVISOR  I  I- 


RECEIVE' 


I  i  I 


jS.cVf'.OSf.iECTlOH 


rBSOfl07  1541554 
00  HQ 
DE  BS 

0  03l3<lflZ  JUN  81 
FM  BOSTON  (194C-186)  (P) 
TO  DIRECTOR  IMMEDIATE 
BT 

UNCUS 

ATTENTION  WHITE  COLLAR  CRIME  SECTION,  PUBLIC  CORRUPTION  UNIT, 
SUPERVISOR 


b6 
b7C 


UNSUBS;  ALLEGATION  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H.-VHITE,  MAYOR  OF  BOSTON, 
MASSACHUSETTS,  IN  CONNECTION  WITH  POSSIBLE  MISUSE  OF  OFFICE  J 


b7D 


-  VICTIM; 


HOBBS  ACT  -  CORRUPTION  OF  PUBLIC  OFFICIALS,  00:  BOSTON . 

RE  BOSTON  TELETYPE  TO  BUREAU  DATED  MAY  26,  1981.  f( 
AS  INSTRUCTED  BY  THE  BUREAU,  BOSTON  HAS  BEEN  CONTINUING 
TO  ACCEPT  INFORMATION  FROM  ^  y 

CONCERNING  CAPTIONED 


.0 


MATTER.  ON  JUNE  2,  1981, 
SUPERVISOR 


,  AT  HIS  REQUEST,  MET  WITH 


3" 


AND  FURNISHED  A  HANDWRITTEN  LETTER 
DATED  JUNE       1981,  ADDRESSED  TO  LAWRENCE  SARHATT  (SAC,  BOSTON)  , 
A  D  MENTIONING  Sft 


i 1    .  -1 

be 

.  b7C 
b7D 


(BOSTON) ,  THE  TEXT  OF  WHICH 


FOLLOWS: 


n 


0 
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"LAWRENCE  SARHATT 

JUNE  2,  198! 

IT  SEEMS  APPROPRIATE  THAT  I  COMMUNICATE  WITH  YOU  FOR  WHAT  I 
HOPE  AND  EXPECT  WILL  BE  THE  FINAL  TIME  REGARDING  THE  MATTER  WHICH 
I  FIRST  BROUGHT  TO  YOUR  ATTENTION  ON  MAY  II,  198!  WHEN  I  VISITED 
YOUR  OFFICE.    MY  PURPOSE  IS  TO  ROUND  OUT  AND  BRING  YOU  UP  TO  DATE 
ON  MY  VIEW  OF  IT  AT  THIS  TIMS  * 

AFTER  GIVING  I 


MY  LAST  COMMUNICATION  ADDRESSED 


TO  YOU  AND  THE  NEWSPAPER  CLIPPINGS  RELATED  TO  IT  ON  MONDAY,  MAY  18, 
I  NEXT  HEARD  FROM 


BY  TELEPHONE  ON  WEDNESDAY  MAY  20. 
HE  TOLD  ME  YOUR  OFFICE  HAD  BEEN  IN  EXTENDED  COMMUNICATION  WITH  THE 
JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT  IN  WASHINGTON  REGARDING  IT.    HE  SAID  A  DECISION 
HAD  BEEN  MADE  IN  WASHINGTON  NOT  TO  WIRE  ME  FOR  CONVERSATION  WITH 
WHITE  OR 


UNLESS  OR  UNTIL  EITHER  OF  THEM  MADE  FURTHER  AND 


MORE  "OVERT"  LINKAGE  BETWEEN 


HE  SAID  WHAT  HAD  ALREADY  TRANSPIRED,  ACCORDING  TO  WHOEVER 
MADE  THE  DECISION  NOT  TO  FURTHER  INVESTIGATE,  MIGHT  BE  REGARDED  AS 
"POLITICAL  INFIGHTING".    TO  THAT  I  SAY  WHAT  WAS  BEING  ATTEMPTED  MAY 


bo 

b7C 

b7D 


i 

1 
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mVE  BEEN  "POLITICAL  INFIGHTING"  BUT  IT  ALSO  WAS  POLITICAL  EXTORTION 
WHICH,  UNDER  THE  SO  CALLED  "HOBBS  ACT"  IS  A  VERY  SERIOUS  CRIMINAL 

OFFENSE. 

I  THE  MEANTIME  MR.  WHITE  AND 


SEEM  TO  HAVE  CALLED 


OFF  THEIR  ATTEMPT  TO 


i  O 


hlC 
hlD 
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FRANKLY  IT  IS  MY  BELIEF  THAT  IN  SOME  WAY 


AND  WHITE  HAVE 


LEARNED  OF  MY  COMMUNICATION  WITH  YOU  A  D  ACCORDINGLY  THEY  HAVE 
DESISTED  IN  THE  EXECUTION  OF  THEIR  PLAN  AND  ARE  IN  THE  PROCESS  OF 
COVERING  THEIR  TRACKS.,   FOR  THIS  REASON  I  DO  NOT  EXPECT  ANY  FURTHER 


IS  GOOD  BUT  IT  ALSO  MAY  BE  THAT  THEY  HAVE  GOTTEN  AWAY  WITH  ATTEMPTED 
EXTORTION." 

IN  VIEW  OF  THE  SENSITIVITY  OF  THE  ALLEGATION  AS  IT  RJELATES 
TO  THE  UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEY'S  OFFICE,  DISTRICT  OF  MASSACHUSETTS,. 
AM)  IN  ADDITION  THE  POTENTIAL  MISUSE  OF  THE  FBI  FOR  POLITICAL 
PURPOSES,  THE  BUREAU  SHOULD  CONSIDER    IF  NOT  ALREADY  ACCOMPLISHED, 
PRESENTING  THIS  MATTER  AND  OBTAINING  A  PROSECUTIVE  OPINION  FROM  THE 


"OVERT"  ACTS  BY  EITHER 


OR  WHITE.    IN  A  WAY,  OF  COURSE,  THAT 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE. 

THE  BUREAU  IS  REQUESTED  TO  HANDLE  THIS  MATTER  EXPEDITIOUSLY 

WILL  BE  INDICTED 


INASMUCH  AS  IT  IS  EXPECTED  THAT 
ON  OR  ABOUT 


THIS  MAY  PROMPT  ON  THE  PART  OF 


AND  SECONDLY,  IT  IS  NOT  KNOWN  WHAT  ACTION 

AS  IT  RELATES 


TO  HIS  ALLEGATIONS.  IT  IS  NOTED  IT  COULD  RESULT  IN  ADVERSE  PUBLICITY 
DIRECTED  AT  THE  FBI  FOR  NOT  OBTAINING  A  PROSECUTIVE  OPINION  REGARDING 


S  ALLEGATIONS. 


BT 


F!3>-36  (Rev.  5-22-78) 


FBI 


^TRANSMIT  VIA: 
fcj  Teletype 
□  Facsimile 
E]  AIRTEL 


PRECEDENCE: 

□  Immediate 

□  Priority 

□  Routine 


CLASSIFICATION: 

□  TOP  SECRET 
O  SECRET 

Q  CONFIDENTIAL 

□  UNCLAS  E  F  T  0 
a  UNCLAS 

6/16/81 


Date 


TO: 
FROM: 
SUBJECT: 

I 


DIRECTOR,  FBI  (.194-2365) 

SAC,  BOSTON  (.194C-186)  (P) 

UNSUBS;  ALLEGATION  CONCERNING 
KEVIN  B/  WHITE ,  MAYOR  OF  BOSTON, 
MASSACHUSETTS,  IN  CONNECTION 
WITH  POSSIBLE  MISUSE  OF  OFFICE; 


]VICTIM 


b7D 


as  above. 


HOBBS  ACT-CORRUPTION  OF  PUBLIC  OFFICIAL 
(00:  BOSTON) 

Re  Boston  teletype  to  Bureau,  6/3/81. 

Enclosed  for  the  Bureau  are  four  copies  of  an  LHM  captioned 


The  Bureau  is  requested  to  advise  if  the  Department  of 
Justice  has  issued  a  prosecutive  opinion  in  this  matter  and  if  so, 
what  that  opinion  was. 


fpBureau  (Enc.  4)^CL0SURE 


10  JUN  24  1931 


^Z-Boston 
ECB/dmm 
(4) 


/ 


-  AY; 


Approved: 


53 jul  afi mi 


Transmitted 


Per 


(Number*  <Time) 
*U.$.  COV^NMENT  PRINTING  Off  lC£i   1 980- 30^-7 SO/$402 


U.S.  Departme^rof  Justice 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 


In  Reply,  Please  Refer  to 
File  No.  194C-186 


Boston,  Massachusetts 
June  16,  1981 


UNKNOWN  SUBJECTS; 

ALLEGATION  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 
MAYOR  OP  BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS, 
TN  rONNKPTTON  WTTH  POSSIBLE  yiSPSB  OF  OFFICE; 

b7D 


J-VICTIM 


HOBBS  ACT-CORRUPTION  OF  PUBLIC  OFFICIAL 


On  May  11.  1981,  . 

J,  advised  that  the  Boston  City  Council  and 


Boston  Mayor  Kevin  White  were  involved  in  serious  negotiation  over 
a  piece  of  legislation  over  authorization  for  bonds  to  alleviate 
the  City's  financial  problems.    These  negotiations  had  been  going 
on  for  about  two  months  without  any  resolve.    The  City  Council 
was  seeking  to  add  provisions  to  the  bonding  bill  that  would 
limit  some  of  Mayor  White's  powers  as  to  fiscal  affairs.    Mayor  * 
White  did  not  want  such  spending  restraints  imposed  and  had  refused 
to  approve  the  bonding  bill.    The  City  Council  submitted  five 
versions  of  the  bonding  bill,  all  of  which  have  been  turned  down  by  b6 
Mayor  White,   I  \  advised  that  there  has  been  talk  of  municipal  b7C 

bankruptcy  unless  a  bonding  bill  could  be  worked  out.  b?c 


This  document  contains  neither  recommendations  nor 
conclusions  of  the  FBI.    It  is  the  property  of  the 
FBI  and  is  loaned  to  your  agency;  it  and  its  contents 
are  not  to  be  distributed  outside  your  agency. 


EHCLOSURE 


UNKNOWN  SUBJECTS; 

ALLEGATION  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 

MAYOR  OF  BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS , 

IN  CONNECTION  WITH  POSSIBLE  MISUSE  OF  OFFICE; 


ivrerni —  • 

HOBBS  ACT-CORRUPTION  OF  PUBLIC  OFFICIAL 


On  May  9,  1981,  the  City  Council  met  and  approved  a  fifth 
version  of  the  bonding  bill.  From  all  indications,  it  appears  that 
Mayor  White  will  not  approve  this  bill  either.  I 


On  May  10,  1981,  [ 


called  [ 


and  spoke  to  I  "      [    She  informed! 

I  was  not  at  home,   L            I  theii  told[ 
it  was  fmportant  that  he  talk  with  I  


] concerning  \ 


~|s  home 
Tthat 
^~~lthat 


concern 


calledf 


ina 


|  did  not  discuss  any  specifics 
Eater  on  the  same  day, I  I 

— — fs 


not  in  so  he  left  a  message. 


Ts  home  again.    This  time  he  spqke  tof 
J  was  again  informed  that 


was 


"I  advised  that  he  has  known  I  I  for  about  25 

years.    During  this  time  I  ~|  has  mentioned  that  he  is  a 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


.personal  friend  of  f 


[ 


7 


from  C 


White  to  use 


    advised  that  he  believes  that  these  phone  calls 

and  talks  with  Mayor  White  are  attempts  by  Mayor 


he  has  not  returned 
was  strange  thatf 


  advised 

•s  phone  calls  yet,  and  he  felt  it 


3 


] 


he  has  not  heard  from  him  in  a  long  time. 


Twould  call  him  at  this  time,  because 


On  May 


advised  that  he  and[ 


12,  1981,  . 
from  the  Boston  Office  of 


tL1 


made  a  phone  call  to 


scussed  two 


e  FBI . 
subjects  during  tneir 


conversation.    The  first  was  |  

situation  and  then  the  City  of  Boston  fiscal  problems, 
told  I  I  that  these  problems  are  all  because  of  Mayor  White, 

and  that  White  is  not  willing  to  give  at  all  and  he  wants  to 
run  the  City  his  own  way  without  any  interference. 


2 


UNKNOWN  SUBJECTS;  « 

ALLEGATION  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 

MAYOR  OF  BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS, 

IN  CONNECTION  WITH  POSSIBLE  MISUSE  OF  OFFICE, 


3VICTIM 


HOBBS  ACT-CORRUPTION  OF  PUBLIC  OFFICIAL 


problems. 


J  told 


ihen  discussed 
J  that  L 


s  situation  was 


too  close  to  call  and  it  was  currently  tetering  back  and  forth. 
1  stated  it  was  currently  60-40  in  favor  nf |        land  that 


_^Jf1T"problem  was  too  close  to  screw  around  with.  T 
also  advised  I  ..7 
I  I  was  in  a  little  better  shape  than  [ 


I 


also  told  I  ^that  this  conversation 

not  to  discuss  It,  I  I  told  [ 


conversation  get  around  town.  [_  

together  for  lunch  and  discuss  this  matter. 


was 
not 


private  and 
to  let  this 


suggested  that  they  get 


ftdvlsprf  that  it  sounded  like|               1  was 

trying  to  do  him  a  : 

favor  by  telling  him  about |  Also, 

b6 

b7C 

blD 


On  May  14,  1981 J 


1  advised  that  on  May  12, 
J  when  he  noticed 


1981,  he  was  leaving  the[ 

Mayor  Kevin  White  talking  loudly  with  some  of  his  people,    =  ^_ 

heard  the  Mayor  mention!  _~lts  name  so  he  stopped  his  car. 

"|  and  the  Mayor  proceeded  to  get  into  a  heated  argument 
concerning  the  problems  that  had  been  the  subject  of  discussion 
for  several  months,  that  is  the  Mayor's  excessive  and  illegal 
spending  of  City  funds  and  the  dispute  between  the  Mayor  and 
the  City  Council. 


On  May  14,  1981  at  7:30  a.m. , I 
2]  at  his  home.  I  I  said  that  I 


1  telephoned 
Ttold  him  that 


the  problem  with   

in  about  two  weeks,  one  way  or  the  otner. 
discussed  the  current  problems  confronting  the  City  of  Boston. 


J  should  be  resolved 
The  two  men  then 
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UNKNOWN  SUBJECTS; 

ALLEGATION  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 

MAYOR  OF  BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS, 

IN  CONNECTION  WITHPOSSIBLE  MISUSE  OF  OFFICE; 

I  IVICTIM 
HOBBS  ACT-CORRUPTION  OF  PUBLIC  OFFICIAL 


On  May  18 ,  1981 , |  I  advised  that  the  person 


Mayor  White  was  talking  to  outside  of  [ 


on 


May  12 ,  1981  was  I  I  independent 

Taxi  Operators  Association.!  I  told  I  I  that  Mayor  White 

had  asked  him  to  get  Boston  City  Councillor |  I 'who 

I  lis  friendly  with,  to  vote  with  Mavor  wEite  on  tne  bonding 

Mil  for  thA  city  of  Boston.    Mavor  White  toldl  I  if  he  could 

get  I  \\s  vote  then  White  would  give|  I  his  choice  of  any 

taxi  stand  in  the  City. I  |  further  told  I  I  that  such 

a  stand  would  be  worth  a  lot  of  money. 

On  May  13,  1981,  the  Boston  Herald  American  Newspaper  ran 
a  full  page  story  concerning  an  interview  with  Mayor  White.  One 
of  the  quotes  of  Mayor  White  in  the  article  was  "The  School 
Committee:    it's  like  they've  got  diplomatic  immunity  (in  the 
press).    One  is  indicted,  two  are  under  investigation.  They're 
five  part-timers.    It's  like  a  corporation  with  subsidiary  over 
which  you  have  no  control  that  suddenly  gives  you  a  $40  million 
over  run. . .". 


|  "|  also  advised  that  the  City  Council  held  another 


be 

blC 
blD 


meeting  on  May  14,  1981  and  a  sixth  version  of  the  proposed  bonding 
bill  was  passed  and  sent  to. Mayor  White.    Local  newspaper  accounts 
indicate^  that  Mayor  White  will  not  approve  this  version .    On  May  15 , 
1981 ,  Mayor  White  called  for  a  special  meeting  of  the  City  Council 
at  3:00  p.m.  on  May  18,  1981,  for  the  purpose  of  council  consideration 
of  yet  another  proposal  of  Mayor  White's  concerning  the  bonding  bill. 

On  May  17,  1981,  there  appeared  an  item  in  the  Boston  Globe 
newspaper  article  titled,  ''Short  Circuits"  which  contained  a 
reference  to  a  decision  to  be  made  by  the  end  of  May  by  U.S. 
Attorney  Edward  F.  Harrington  concerning  whether  there  is  sufficient 
evidence  to  proceed  against  a  member  of  the  Boston  School  Committee 
involving  continuing  probes  of  alleged  kickbacks  on  the  Boston 
School  bus  contract. 

further  advised  that  there  is,absolutely 


no  doubt  in  his  mind  that  Mayor  White  andl  I  were"  attempting 

to  extort  I  " 


|  advised  that  he  does  feel  very  much 

threatened  by  this., 


4 


r 


UNKNOWN  SUBJECTS; 

ALLEGATION  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H    WHITE , 

MAYOR  OF  BOSTON ,  MASSACHUSETTS ; 

•IN;  CONNECTION  WITH  POSSIBLE  MISUSE  OF  OFFICE; 

1  J-VlCTIM  ' 


HOBBS  ACT-CORRUPTION  OF  PUBLIC  OFFICIAL 


On  June  2 ,  1981 ,  \~ 
appears  that  Mayor  White  and~l_ 
attempt  [  ~ 


s 


_  advised  that  it 
have  given  up  their 


1 


a  lever .    Mayor  White  appears  to  have  changed  his  attitude  toward 
the  bonding  bill.    On  May  22,  1981,  the  City  Treasurer  filed  an 
affidavit  in  Suffolk  Superior  Court  which  indicated  it  would  not 
be  necessary  to  get  the  bonding  bill  passed  by  the  Council  in  order 
to  keep  the  City  schools  open  until  June  19,  1981.    A  day  or  so 
latere  Mayor  White  was  quoted  in  the  local  newspapers  as  saying 
he  was  in  no  rush  to  file  another  bonding  proposal  with  the  City 
Council  and  that  he  might  not  file  one  at  all. 


since  May  14,  1981 
keep  him  posted  on 


advised  that_ 
even  thoughL 


he  ha.s;»not  heard  from 


told  him  that  he  would 
)  situation. 


and[ 


. also  advised  that  he  believes  that Mayor  White 
somehow  have  learned  of  his  I  H  communication 

with  the  FBI  and  accordingly,  they  have  changed  their  plans  and  are 
in  the  process  of  covering  their  tracks.    Therefore,  he  does  not 
expect  any -further  contact  with  I  I  or  White  in  this  tmatter. 


t 


I 


Airtel 

Director,  FBI  (194-2365) 

SAC,  Boston  (194-C-186) 

UNSUBS;  ALLEGATION  CONCERNING 
KEVIN  U^WHITE,  MAYOR  OF  BOSTON, 
MASSACHUSETTS,  IN  CONNECTION  WITH 
POSSIBLE  MISUSE  OF  OFFICE; 

-  VICTIM 


7/7/81 

Mr.  Nolan 


b7D 


HOBBS  ACT  -  CPO 
00:  BOSTON  (BS) 

ReBSairtel  to  the  Bureau,  6/18/8L 

Enclosed  is  a  copy  of  a  declination  letter  sent  to 
the  Department  from  FBIHQ.  ifj/A^ 

As  the  letter  states,  Special  Attorney  |~  | declined  b6 

prosecution  6/17/81,  in  that  he  felt  that  no  evidence  indicating  a  Federal  hie 
violation  has  been  found  to  exist 

Enclosure 

PFNxsm  (4) 
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s    JUL  9  1981 


tfJCLOSURE 


July  9,  1981 


Mr.  Gerald  McDowell,  Chief 
Public  Integrity  Section 
U.  S.  Department  of  Justice 
Room  414 

Federal  Triangle  Building 
9th  Street,  N.  W. 
Washington,  D.  C.  20530 


Dear  Mr.  McDowell: 


Thxs  letter  is  intended  fr>  confirm  a  discussion 
bfttwttftn  filial  Attorney]  |pf  VOur  office  and  Supervisor 
 Jof  ^  staff  which  took  place  on  June  17,  1981.  At 


tne  conclusion  of  the  discussion  Special  Attorney  C_ZI  advised 
no  prosecution  would  be  entertained  by  the  U.  S.  Department  of 
Justice  (DOJ)  due  to  lack  of  evidence  of  a  Federal  criminal 
violation. 

Nolan  advised  that  the  Boston  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  (FBI)  Office  was  vis ii-**  go^ra|  times  recently 


aixecrea  mac  Bnat-nn  maw  ttq^^  yfaj^ 

L  5  's 


during  which  H 


aUeqefl  S55E  Boston  Mavnr  Kpvin  White  was  pressuring  hin" 

using  his  influence  v.  

effect  the  possible  indictment 


advised  that  Bolton  Globe  Columnist |  |  was^in^his6* 

opinion,  serving  as  the  mayor's  instrument  in  this  scheme.  He, 


— n  ]concluded  that  in  his  opinion  the  activity  of  White 

andL  1  in  this  matter  constituted  a  criminal  violation  of  the 

Hobbs  Act. 


b6 
b7C 


bb 

b7C 

b7D 


Nolan  further  advised  that  Agents  of  Boston  FBI  Office 

were  present  but  did  not  monitor  a  telephone  call  made  byl  

to  |  J  in  response  to  messages  left  by|_  1      *  ■  L 


sgea*  tol  _  ,  l»  The  Agents  reported  that 
standing  ot  the  conversation  hearing  I 


f 


]  seeking"Eo 
rom  their  under- 
8  side,  and  from 


I"  |  |  o    oauc/    auu    JL  JL  ^iU 
when  the  conversation  concluded,  the 


a  discussion  with,  _  uua^u^u  ^ 

conversation  did  not  contain  any  suggestions  of  impropriety 'or 

illegality,  I  —  ^    *      -  ^ 

recorder  on  n 


did  request  that  the  FBI  conceal  a  tape 


is  person,  in  that  he  proposed  to  confront[ 


SAC,  Boston 


ho 

b7C 

b7D 


"ENCLOSURE 


r 


Mr.  Gerald  McDowell,  Chief 


anC  solicit  Iron  hin  sta  terrain  ts  which  voule  clearly  disclose  the 


extortionate  plan[ 


clainec  to  e;;ist.  [ 


J  clairx^ 


the  extortiox*  was  occurring  in  that  he  was  able,  bases  upon  his 
experience: ,  to  <Srav?  these  inferences  frov  subtleties  occurring  in 
tt  conversation  vith  the*  reaver  occurring  lrax^iately  prior  tc  hit 


v£g  advised  that  the  FPI 


initial  visit  to  the  VIST,  t 

veul£  decline  to  participate  in  a  confrontation  with[  |  but 

voulcl  bo  receptive  to  any  ad£itional  in f oration  th&t  caste  to  his 
attention  th&t  vould  a£d  credence  to  his  Allocations* 


Or*  June  2,  19Si,[ 


] furnished  a  hand-vritter; 


letter  in  %/hich  he  disclosed  th&t  the  xsayor  had  taken  stops 
publicly  to  indicate  ajSccreosing  interest  in  tho  passage  of 
the  legislation  that  I  ]■  thought  vas  the  basis  of  the 

extortion  and  that  I  l  had  broken  off  contacts  with  hit,, 

I  voiced  concern  that  soschov  Khite  anfi 
I  ft&d  learned  of  |  \%s  contacts  vith  the  FBI  en 

this  x&attcr.    *he  Boston  Office  advises  no  interviews  or 
ciacussicne  have  taken  place  in  regard  to  this  natter  outside 
of  the  Fbl  or  those  vith  the  Department  in  Washington. 


c 


]  advised  that  it  vould  appear  that 


allegations  are  based  upon  his  ovn  interpretation  of  stateiaonts 
&ade  by  Hayor  Khitc  I 


\*  interpretation  was  unaocbte<ny" 
influenced  by  his  knowledge  of  the  involvement  of  1 


]  in  a  separate  natter  under  investigation 


uayor  of  newspaper  xsan 

subsequently  die  call  hla,  again  interpreted  by [ 
in  light  of L 


Mention  by  the 
]and  the  fact  thatC 


b7D 


he 

hlC 
b7D 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


SB  position,  reinforced  his  opinion  of  the 
interrelationship  of  those  events »    ft  subsequent  telephone  call 
to  I  |<Sld  not  support  f  1  s  interpretation,    The  reaver*  3 

action  in  resard  to  legislation  forainc  the  basis  of|  |*s 
belief  about  extortion  is  again  inconsistent  with  his  interpretation. 
Inasmuch  ac  no  evidence  appears  to  exist  indicating  n  possible 
Federal  criminal  violation,  no  prosecution  vill  be  entertained  by 
the  DO J. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Thomas  P.  Jones  *  Acting  Chief 
White-Collar  Crimes  Section 
Criminal  Investigative  Division 
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SUBJECT: 


DIRECTOR,  FBI  (194-2365) 
SAC,  BOSTON  (194C-186)  (C) 


UNSUBS; 

'ALLEGATION*  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H. 
MAYOR  OF  -BOSOTNTjiASS 7 ,  IN  "CONNECTION 
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U.S.  Department  of  Justice 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 


In  Reply,  Please  Refer  to 

FiuNo.  194C-186 


Boston ,  Massachusetts 
August  3,  1981 


UNKNOWN ; SUBJECTS;- 

ALLEGATION  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 

MAYOR   .OF  BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS, 

IN  CONNECTION  WITH  POSSIBLE  MISUSE  OF  OFFICE; 

1 

J-VICTIM 


HOBBS  ACT-CORRUPTION  OF  PUBLIC  OFFICIAL 


b7D 


 On  May  n     1981,  I 

I  .  1  advised  that  the  Boston  City  Council  and 

Boston  Mayor  Kevin  White  were  involved  in  serious  negotiation  over 
a  piece  of  legislation  over  authorization  for  bonds  to  alleviate 
the  City's  financial  problems.    These  negotiations  had  been  going 
on  for  about  two  months  without  any  resolve.    The  City  Council 
was  seeking  to  add  provisions    to  the  bonding  bill  that  would 
limit  some  of  Mayor  White's  powers  as  to  fiscal  affairs.  Mayor 
White  did  not  want  such  spending  restraints  imposed  and  has  refused 
to  approve  the  bonding  bill.    The  City  Council  submitted  five 
versions  .of  the  bonding  bill,  all  of  which  have  been  turned  down  by 
Mayor  White.  I  [advised  that  there  has  been  talk  of  municipal 

bankruptcy  unless  a  bonding  bill  could  be  worked  out.  ~ 


This- document  contains  neither  recommendations  nor 
conclusions  of  the  FBI.,   It  JLs  the  property  of  the 
FBI  and  is  loaned  to  your  .agency ;  it  and  its  contents 
are  not  to  be  distributed. .outside  your  agency /O- 


UNKNOT  SUBJECTS; 

ALLEGATION  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 

MAYOR  OF  BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS, 

TW  mKNEfyriON  WITH  possible  misuse  of  office; 


}VICTIM 


1 


hobbs  act-corruption  of  public  official 


On  May  9,  1981,  the  City  Council  met  and  approved  a  filth 
version  of  the  bonding  bill.  From  all  indications,  it  appears  that 
ifc^r.  tk^o  giij  tint  approve  this  bill  either.  I  


On  May  10,  1981, 
and  spoke  tol  ~ 
I  |  was  not  at  home.  I  . 

■n-  <«m/vi.»<m  +  +hnt  hp  talk  withl 


I  called  L, 

1  She  InformedT 
"1  then  told  I 


I  concerning  [ 


Ts  home 
1  that 
1  that 


concerning  [ 
called I 


I  did  not  discuss  any  specnics 
1    Later  on  the  same  day,] 


1's  home  again.    This  time  he  spoke  to  I 
Iwas  again  informed  that[ 


J  was 


not  in  so  he  left  a  message. 

]  advised  that  he  has  known 


years.    During  this  time! 

L 


e 


ersonal  friend  of 


1  has  mentioned  that  he  is  a 


]  for  about  25 


from  

White  to  use 


advised  that  he  believes  that  these  phone  calls 
Ma^-r  WMtft  are  attempts  by  Mayor 


1 


he  has  not  returned! 
was  strange  that 


he  has  not  heard  from  him  in  a  long  time. 


Jaavisea 
„  r    rf  _ . .    elt  it 

would  call  him  at  this  time,  because 


_&L_Mayl2,  1981, 


1  from  the  Boston  Office 
advised  that  ne  and 


of  th 


made  a  phone  call  to 
e  FBI*. 


1 


] discussed  two  subjects  during  tneir 
sT 


conversation.    The  first  was. 

situation  and  then  the  City  of  Boston  fiscal  proDiems.  , — ^ — 

told  I   1  that  these  problems  are  all  because  of  Mayor  White, 

and  that  White  is  not  willing  to  give  at  all  and  he  wants  to 
run  the  City  his  own  way  without  any  interference. 


be 

b7C 
b7D 
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UNKNOWN  SUBJECTS; 

ALLEGATION  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 

MAYOR  OF  BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS , 

TK  CONNECTION  WITH  POSSIBLE  MISUSE  OF  OFFICE, 


J-VICTIM 

JN 


HOBBS  ACT-CORRUPTION  OF  PUBLIC  OFFICIAL 


problems. 


[ 


told  I 


"|  then  discussed 


]that  r^n*s  situation  was 


too  close  to  call  and  it  was  currently  tetering  back_and  forth. 


1  stated  it  was  currently  60-40  in  favor  of  I  — land  that 


SlrHVeu   11    v*«.o    ^u**wv*j    ~v-  -  ~-  ■  r 

fiprobl^  nrflfi  ton  close  to  screw  around  with.  | 
also  advised  1  . 


1 


also  told[  

not  to  discuss  it.  , 
conversation  get  around  town.  [ 


1  was  in  a  little  better  shape  tnan 

that  this  conversation  was  private  and 
~]  told 


I  not  to  let  this 


together  for  lunch  and  discuss  this  matter. 


]  suggested  that  they  get 


advised 


that  it  sounded  like  f 


to ' do  Mm  ft  -favor  bv  telling  him  about 


 (was 

Also, 


be 

hlC 
b7D 


On  May  14,  1981,1  |  advised  that  on  May  12, 

1981,  he  was  leaving  thel  ~  "  "  "Ifff  he  noticed 

Mayor  Kevin  White  talking  loudly  with  some  oi  nis  Pe6ple.  |  

heard  the  Mayor  mention  I  I's  name  so  he  stopped  his  car. 

I  land  the  Mayor  proceeded  to  get  into  a  heated  argument 

concerning  the  problems  that  had  been  the  subject  of  discussion 
for  several  months,  that  is  the  Mayor's  excessive  and  illegal 
spending  of  City  funds  and  the  dispute  between  the  Mayor  and 
the  City  Council. 


On  May  14,  19^1  at  7:30  a.m. , C 


|  at  his  home 
the  problem  with 


1  said  that 


]  telephoned 


 ,told  him  that 

should  be  resolved 
e  two  men  then 


in  about  two  weeks,  one  way  or  tne  otner.  _    . ^ 

discussed  the  current  problems  confronting  the  City  of  Boston. 


3 


'V 


UNKNOWN  SUBJECTS; 

ALLEGATION  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 

MAYOR  OF  BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS, 

IN  CONNECTION  WITHPOSSIBLE  MISUSE  OF  OFFICE; 


^VICTIM 


HOBBS  ACT-CORRUPTION  OF  PUBLIC  OFFICIAL 


On  May  18,  1981,,  

Mayor  White  was  talking  to  outside  of  I 
May  12,  1981  was  |_ 


advised  that 


the 
Ion 


person 


1  Independent 

Ithat  Mavor  White 
}  who 


Taxi  Operators  Association.  I  I  told  I 

had  asked  him  to  get  Boston  City  Councillor! 

I  I  is  friendly  with,  to  vote  with  Mayor  White  on  the  bonding 

bill  for  the  City  of  Boston.    Mayor  White  told 
get  I  Ps  vote  then  White  would  give[~^ 

taxi  stand  in  the  City, 
a  stand  would  be  worth  a 


further  told 
lot  of  money. 


lif  he  could 
I his  choice  of  any 
that  such 


On  May  13,  1981,  the  Boston  Herald  American  Newspaper  ran 
a  full  page  story  concerning  'an  interview  with  Mayor  White.  One 
of  the  quotes  of  Mayor  White  in  the  article  was  "The  School 
Committee:    it's  like  they've  got  diplomatic  immunity  (in  the 
press).    One  is  indicted,  two  are  under  investigation.  They're 
five  part-timers.    It's  like  a  corporation  with  subsidiary  over 
which  you  have  no  control  that  suddenly  gives  you  a  $40  million 
over  run. . .". 


r 


I  also  advised  that  the  City  Council  held  another 
T471J 


bo 

b7C 

hlD 


meeting  on  May  14,  1981  and  a  sixth  version  of  the  proposed  bonding 
bill  was  passed  and  sent  to  Mayor  White.    Local  newspaper  accounts 
indicated  that  Mayor  White  will  not  approve  this  version.    On  May  15, 
1981,  Mayor  White  called  for  a  special  meeting  of  the  City  Council 
at  3:00  p.m.  on  May  18,  1981,  for  the  purpose  of  council  consideration 
of  yet  another  proposal  of  Mayor  White's  concerning  the  bonding  bill. 

On  May  17,  1981,  there  appeared  an  item  in  the  Boston  Globe 
newspaper  article  titled,  "Short  Circuits"  which  contained  a 
reference  to  a  decision  to  be  made  by  the  end  of  May  by  U.S. 
Attorney  Edward  F.  Harrington  concerning  whether  there  is  sufficient 
evidence  to  proceed  against  a  member  of  the  Boston  School  Committee 
involving  continuing  probes  of  alleged  kickbacks  on  the  Boston 
School  bus  contract ♦ 


no  doubt  in  his  mind  that  Mayor  White  and 
to  extort  I 


further  advised  that  there  is,  absolutely 


were  attempting 


threatened  by  this* 


advised  that  he  does  feel  very  mucn 
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UNKNOWN  SUBJECTS; 

ALLEGATION  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 

MAYOR  OF  BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS, 

IN  CONNECTION  WITH  POSSIBLE  MISUSE  OF  OFFICE; 

I 


J-VICTIM 


HOBBS  ACT- CORRUPT I ON  OF  PUBLIC  OFFICIAL 


On  June  2,  1981, 
app e ars  that  Mayor  White  and] 
attempt  [~ 


_l advised  that  it 
I  have  given  up  their 


j 


as  a  lever .    Mayor  White  appears  to  have  changed  his  attitude  toward 
the  bonding  bill.    On  May  22,  1981,  the  City  Treasurer  filed  an 
affidavit  in  Suffolk  Superior  Court  which  indicated  it  would  not 
be  necessary  to  get  the  bonding  bill  passed  by  the  Council  in  order 
to  keep  the  City  schools  open  until  June  19,  1981.    A  day  or  so 
later,  Mayor  White  was  qioted  in  the  local  newspapers  as  saying 
he  was  in  no  rush  to  file  another  bonding  proposal  with  the  City 
Council  and  that  he  might  not  file  one  at  all. 


c 


,    .  advsieS  that  he  has  not  heard  from 

]  since  May  14,  19J31,  even  though  I 


would  keep  him  posted  on[ 
situation. 


told  him  that  he 


]'s) 


and[ 


,  also  advised  that  he  believes  that  Mayor  White 
]  somehow  have  learned  of  his  \  Is)  communication 


with  the  FBI  and  accordingly,  they  have  changed  their  plans  and  are 
in  the  process  of  covering  their  tracks.    Therefore,  he  does  not 
expect  any  further  contact  with  I  I  or  White  in  this  matter. 


U.S. 


On  June  17,  1981,  Special  Attorney  ,  

Department  of  Justice,  declined  prosecution  in  this  matter  due 
to  the  lack  of  evidence  of  a  Federal  criminal  violation. 


On  July  8,  1981, 


was  indicted  by  a 


Federal  Grand  Jury  in  Boston.  Massachusetts  in  reference  to 


 On  July  13.  1981,  the  Boston  Office  of  the  FBI  contacted 

"Hand  advised  him  that  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
Federal  Grand  Jury  had  returned  an  indictment  against  I  I 


I 


the  FBI  felt  obligated  to  advise  I 

]  District  of  Massachusetts,  of  L 

I  ~1  advised  that  he  would  like  to 

a  advise  the 


f  fs  allegations, 

think  about  this  and  woul 


advise  the  FBI  later. 


Later  on  July  13,  1981 . I  I  advised  that 

he  had  discussed  this  with  person  or  persons  not  identified,  and 
he  stated  he  felt  that  the  FBI  should  keep  the  confidentiality 
that  he  was  promised  when  he  gave  the  information  to  the  FBI. 

[was  advised  that  the  FBI  felt  obligated  to  inform 
"^because  of  the  pending  trial  of  


bo 

b7C 

b7D 


5 


UNKNOWN  SUBJECTS; 

ALLEGATION  CONCERNING  KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 

MAYOR  OF  BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS, 

IN  CONNECTION  WITH  POSSIBLE  MISUSE  OF  OFFICE; 

l-VICTIM 

HOBBS  ACT-CORRUPTION  OF  PUBLIC  OFFICIAL 


pn  July  14,  1981,  I  I 
was  advised  of  the  allegation  and  concerns  of  [ 


On  July  20,  1981, | 
the  BPS.ton  Office  of  the  FBI 
£honed  |_ 


a again  contacted 
_and  advised  tha"Fon  July  17,  1981 


]fs  home  phone  number . J 


1  at  home.  [ 


surprised  by  the  indictment  of 
Government's  case  was  weak. 


]  wanted 


advised  that  he  was 
and  that  the 


told  him  thatT 


1  advised  that  he  saw  [ 


]  and 


at  home.  [ 


]had  called  his  house,  but  he  was  not 


also  advised 


that  his  attorney 


has  instructed  him  not  to  speak  with  anyone  about  the  matter 


he  was  indicted  for. 
call  I  I  back  and  inform  him  of 


asked 


's  position. 


to 


called 

not  be  returning  his  call, 
he  had  a  couple  things  to  telT 
to  him  in  reference  to  any  newspaper  article. 


i 


ack  and  told  him 
was  disappointed 


_ would 
ana  said 
and  he  did  not  want  to  talk 


 being  told  about 

with  the  FBI  may  have  triggered 


advised  that  it  would  appear  that 


July  XL 
that 


_12£ 


1 


js  communication 
}s  telephone  call  on 


b 
b 


further  advised  that  it  is  his  impression 


in  touch  with  him. 


is  still  trying  to  cover  his  tracks  by  getting  back 


6* 
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DIRECTOR,  FBI 
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SAC,  BOSTCJK(194C-450) 

KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 
FORMER  MAYOR, 
CITY  OF  BOSTON; 
CORRUPTION  wfTHIN  THE 
BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY; 
HOBBS  ACT  -  CPO; 
EXTORTION; 
MAIL  FRAUD; 
00: BOSTON 

 Re  Bureau  telcall  from  Supervisory  Special  Agent  (SSA) 

I  |  . to  SSA  I    I,  on  9/18/86  and 

Boston  teletype  to  Bureau  dated  9/16^86^*  captioned  "UNSUBS; 
CORRUPTION  WITHIN  THE  BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  (BRA) ;  HOBBS 
ACT  -  CPO;  00: BOSTON,"  Boston  file  number  194C-420. 


Jo  6 
b7C 


Enclosed  for  the  Bureau  are  the  original  and  three 
copies  of  an  LHM  setting  forth  the  synopsis  of  this  matter.  A 

copy  of  the  LHM  is  being  .disseminated  to  the  United  States   

Attorney's  Office,  Boston,  Massachusetts,  Attention:    AUSA  I  j^^S 


1 


ADMINISTRATIVE: 

Boston  will  open  a  separate  investigation  regarding  the 
information  that  was  provided  in  referenced  Boston  teletype  to 
the  Bureau. 

Investigation  at  Boston  is  continuing. 


-Bureau  (Encls.  4) 
l -Boston 
JJL/dac 
(4) 


Approved: 


FEB& 


tic" 


Transmitted 


(Number) 


(Time) 


Per 


U.S.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE  :   1984  O  -  449-465 


o 

0  0 

U.S.  Department  of  Justice  '/ 


Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 


In  Reply,  Please  Refer  to 

F,leNo'  Boston,  Massachusetts 

September  19,  1986 


KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 

FORMER  MAYOR, 
CITY  OF  BOSTON; 
CORRUPTION  WITHIN  THE 
BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY; 
HOBBS  ACT  -  CORRUPTION  OF  A  PUBLIC  OFFICIAL; 
EXTORTION;  MAIL  FRAUD 


This  investigation  was  predicated  upon  receipt  of 
information  by  the  United  States  Attorney's  Office,  Boston.  - 
Massachusetts  on  September  8,  1986 .    Earlier  this  stammer.  I  I 


I 7  sent 

Assistant  united  states  Attorney  (AUSA)  |  ~|  District 

of  Massachusetts,  Boston,  Massachusetts,  a  letter  which  outlined 
allegations  of  possible  misconduct  during  former  Mayor  KEVIN  H.  ' 
WHITE'S  Administration.  The  source  of  this  allegation  was 
unnamed  but  identified  as  anT 


ho 

b7C 

b7D 


I  l  at  tne  time  or  the 

questionable  transaction.    The  allegation  is  that  John  Hancock 
Company,  Boston,  Massachusetts,  was  pressured  by  former  Mayor 
WHITE  into  making  a  four  million  dollar  corporate  gift  to  Boston 
University  in  order  tQ  get  a' change  in  a  development  agreement 
which  had  been  made  with  the  City  of  Boston  in  the  late  1960's. 
This  change  was  sought  in  the  summer  of  1982.   ,The  original 
agreement  that  John  Hancock  had  entered  into  with  the  City  of 
Boston  was  that  once  the  new  John  Hancock  Tower  was  built, 
another  office > building  owned  by  Hancock  at  197  Clarendon  Street, 
Boston,  Massachusetts,  would  be  demolished  and  in  its  place  a 
park  would  be  constructed  for  the  citizens  of  the  City. 

In  1982,  Hancock  determined  that  it  wished  to  use  this 
older  building  and  sought  the  city's  approval  to  change  the  deal 
accordingly.    A  number  of  city  approvals  were  necessary  to 
effectuate  this  change,  the  first  and  most  important  being  that 
of  the  BRA.    The  BRA  and  other  city  agencies  approved  the  change 
in  late  1982  and  early  1983. 

This  document  contains  neither  recommendations  nor 
conclusions  of  the  FBI.    It  is  the  property  of  the  FBI  and  is 
loaned  to  your  agency;  it  and  its  contents  are  not  to  be 
distributed  outside  your  agency. 


191-  42fH 

BUSH 


KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 

FORMER  MAYOR, 

CITY  OF  BOSTON; 

CORRUPTION  WITHIN  THE 

BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY; 

HOBBS  ACT  -  CORRUPTION  OF  A  PUBLIC  OFFICIAL; 

EXTORTION;  MAIL  FRAUD 

The  implication  of  the  allegation  is  that  former  Mayor 
KEVIN  WHITE  would  only  approve  this  change  if  John  Hancock  made  a 
four  million  dollar  gift  to  the  Schqol  oWEngineering  at  Boston 
University  (BU) ,  which  BU  President^ JOHN/aiLBER  was  in  the  }/i/l/> 
process  of  building.   ~~ — ^w~^^f^~~-  ///?/ 


Investigation  to  date  has  revealed  that  John  Hancock 
has  made  a  four  and  one  half  million  dollar  contribution  to  BU  in 
early  1983,    Various  records  and  reports  confirm  that  John 
Hancock  was  able  to  get  this  agreement  with  the  City  of  Boston 
changed  during  the  same  time  period,  ^ 

BRA  records  for  the  feall  o^1982  confirmed  that  [  

was  calling  I   H  about  the  Hancock  matter  in 

October,  1982T  A  newspaper" article  "from  early  1984,  about  the 
relationship  between  KEVIN  WHITE  and  I  I  reports  that 

the  Hancock  contribution  to  BU  came  out  of  a  private  meeting 


between  KEVIN  WHITE  and  the  Hancock  I  I 
I  I    In  this  same  article,  a  BRA  Spokesman  states  that  there 

was  no  relationship  whatsoever  between  BU  and  the  City's  approval 
of  John  Hancock fs  proposal  to  change  their  agreement  with  the-  — 
City. 


KEVIN  WHITE  and  [ 


]have  had  a  long-standing 


personal  relationship  and  when  WHITE  left  Boston  City  Hall  during 
January,  1984,  WHITE  went  to  work  at  BU  reportedly  at  a  salary  of 
$100,000  a  year  as  a  Professor.  BU  also  hired^ several  of  WHITE'S 
political  aides  in  early  1984,  including! 


I axso  nirea 

J many  years  ago  as  a  consultant,  paying  her 


WHITE'S L 


approximately  $20,000  per  year  for  her  part-time  services. 


Additionally,  [_ 


]is  alleged  to  have  engaged  in 


strong-arm  tactics  among  BU  Administrators  in  order  to  raise 
campaign  funds  for  former  Mayor  WHITE  during  his  re-election 
campaigns. 


,  has  been  subpoenaed  before  a  Federal  Grand  Jury, 

Boston,  Massachusetts ,  and  he  appeared  before  the  Grand  Jury  on 
September  17,  1986  at  which  time  he  testified  regarding 


 Also  a  detailed  interviewxwas  conducted  with[ 

~L  JohrtXHancock .  ..Boston  i9 
tfass^ 


o  o 


KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 

FORMER  MAYOR, 

CITY  OF  BOSTON; 

CORRUPTION  WITHIN  THE 

BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY; 

HOBBS  ACT  -  CORRUPTION  OF  A  PUBLIC  OFFICIAL; 

EXTORTION;  MAIL  FRAUD 

provided  detailed  information  of  what  transpired  between  John 
Hancock  and  the  City  of  Boston. 


Boston  is  attempting  to  ascertain  the,  j~        ,  „  .     I  who 


made  the  aforementioned  allegation  at  which  time  he  will  be 
interviewed.    Boston  will  also  interview  the  BRA  officials  who 
participated  in  the,  review  and  decision  process  on  the  Hancock 
matter  as  well*  as  Hancock  personnel  who  are  involved  in  this 
transaction.    Records  of  the  BRA,  Boston  University,  and  John 
Hancock  will  be  located,  obtained,  and  reviewed  by  the  FBI. 

The  facts  of  this  matter  were  discussed  with  Assistant 
United  States  Attorney  ( ATJSA)  I  [  Boston, 

Massachusetts,  and  AUSA I  I  concurred  that  this  investigation 

was  warranted  and  advised  that  he  would  prosecute  officials  from 
the  City  of  Boston  if  sufficient  evidence  was  developed. 
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f6-515  (Rev.  6-6-85) 
ACCOMPLISHMENT  REPORT 


(Effective  10/1/85) 
(Submit  " 


days  from  date  of  accompSshment) 
DIRECTOR,  FBI 


BOSTON 


o. 


SAC, 

KEVlN  H.  WHITE,  FORMER 

CO^U^Ol^OTIIiLJCHE. 
BOSTON  .  REDE.VELO£MEM31 
AUTHORITY;,  HOBBS  ACT  - 
EXTORTION;  MAIL  FRAUD 
00: BOSTON 


b7C 


Bureau  Fie  Number 


194C-450 


Field  Office  Fie  Number 


C-l 


Squad  or  RA  Number 


Agent's  Social  Security  No, 


O 


Date. 


9/24/86 


CPO;    □  xm  a  joint  operation  with: 


(identity  of  other  agen> 
S  X.fc 


^  -  Investigative  Assistance  or  Technique  Used 

Were  arjyof  the  investtoatjye  assistance  or  techniques  Isted  below  used  in  connection  with  accomplish- 
ment being  claimed?  QCno  LJ  Yes  -  If  Yes,  rate  each  used  as  folows: 

1  m  used,  but  did  not  he*)       3  -  Helped,  substantia^ 

2  -  Helped,  out  onfy  minlmaly   4  -  Absolutefy  essential 


I.AcctgTech  Rating 
Assistance 

8.  Eng.  Sect,  Rating 
Tape  Exams 

15.  Photographic  Rating 
Coverage 

22.  Telephone  Rati 
TdRecs 

2.  Aircraft 
Assistance 

9.  Hypnosis 
Assistance 

16.  Potyoraph 
Assistance 

23.  UCO 
Group  1 

3.  Computer 
Assistance 

10.  IdentDrv 
Assistance 

1 7.  Search  Warrants 
Executed 

24.  UCO  _ 
Group  a 

4.  Consensual 
Monitoring 

11,  Informant 
Information 

18.  Show  Money  ~~ 
Usage 

25.  UC 
Other 

5.  ELSUR  - 
FISC 

12.  Lab  Wv 

Exams 

19.  Survei.  Sqd. 
(SOQ)  Asst 

26,  NCAVC/ 
VI-CAP 

6.  ELSUR 
Title  111 

13.  LabDiv 
Field  Support 

20.  SWAT  Team 

Action              f  j 

27.  Visual  Invest : 
Analysts  (VIA) 

7.  Eng.  Sect. 
Field  Support 

14.  Pen 
Registers 

21,  Tech.  Agt.  or  K 
Tech  Equip 

A.  Preliminary  Judicial  Process 
(Number  of  subjects) 


-Comptaints 


f$.  Arrests,  Locates,  Summonses  or  Subpoenas  Served  (No.  of  Sub).) 


FBI  Arrests  - 
FBI  Locates 
Local  Arrests 
FBI  Subf .  Resisted  . 


Subject  Priority* 


8 


Subpoenas 


Criminal 
Summons 


Local  Crim< 
Summons  . 


0.  Recoveries,  Restitutions,  or  Potential  Economic  Loss  Preventsd  (PELP) 


(Explain  valuation  In  remarfci 


Property 
Type 
Code* 

Recoveries 

Restitutions 

PELP 
Type 
Code* 

Potential  Economic 
Loss  Prevented 

$ 

$  ^ 

$ 

$ 

S 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

C.  Release  of  Hostages  or  Children  Located:  (Number  of  Hostages  or  Children 
Located) 


Hostages  Held  By  Terrorists  . 


:  Al  Other  Hostage  Situations  _ 


Missing  or  Kidnaped  Chldren  Located  . 


E.  Civil  Matters 

Amount  of  Suit 
Settlement  or  Award 


Government  Defendant 


Government  Planfcff 


En{er  AFA  Payment  Here 


F.  Final  Judicial  Process: 


Judicial  District 


Conviction  or  Pretrial  Orv.  Date 


Sentence  Date 


No.  ot  I 
Subjects  st- 


eels „l_ 


Subject  1       Subject  Description  Code*  — 

Subject  3       Subject  Description  Code*—                            \  J 

□  Felony  * 

□  Misde- 
meanor 

Conviction 

Combned  Sentence 

Con  vie  ton 

Combined  Sentence/^ 

Title 

Section 

Counts 

In-Jail 
Yrs   |  Mos 

Suspended 
Yrs   |  Mos 

~  Probation 
Yrs   |  Mos 

□  Misde- 
meanor 

Title 

Secton 

Counts 

ln-Jal 

Suspended 
Yrs  I  Mos 

£  Probation^ 
VX'S  lilWos 

Yrs  j  Mos 

I  / 

mm  * 

□  Plea 

□  Trial 

□  Pretrial 
Diversion 

Total  .       "  " 
Fmea  » 

□  Plea 

Total                               4  (    *|iff  * 
Fines  *                          $  V  A>  * 

Add  consecutive  sentences  together. 
Enter  longest  single  concurrent  sentence. 
Do  not  add  concurrent  sentences  together. 
Sentence  10  yrs.-8  yrs.  susp.  ■  2  yrs.  tn^Jai, 

□  Trial 

□  Pretrial 

*  Diversion 

Add  consecutive  sentences  together^^-^-****" 
Enter  longest  single  concurrent  sentence. 
Do  not  add  concurrent  sentences  together. 
Sentence  10  yrs.'8  yrs.  susp.  ■  2  yrs,  In-Jaa. 

Subject  2       Subject  Description  Code*  — 

Subject  4       Subject  Description  Code  * — 

□  Felony 

G  Misde- 
meanor 

Conviction 

Combned  Sentence 

□  Felony 

Conviction 

Combined  Sentence 

Title 

Section 

Counts 

In -Jed 
Yrs   |  Mos 

Suspended 
Yrs   |  Mos 

Probation 
Yrs   |  Mos 

O  Misde- 
meanor 

Title 

•  Section 

Counts 

ln-J<d 
Yrs   )  Mos 

Suspended 
Yrs   [  Mos 

Probation 
Yrs   1  Mos 

□  Plea 

□  Trial 

□  Pretrial 

I  Diversion 

Total  .   •-'  

Fines  * 

□  Plea 

Total 
F»ies  * 

Add  consecutive  sentences  together. 
Enter  longest  single  concurrent  sentence. 
Do  not  add  concurrent  sentences  together. 
Sentence  10  yrs.-8  'yrs.  susp.  -  2  yrs,  tn-Jaa. 

□  Trial 

□  Pretrial 
Diversion 

Add  consecutive  sentences  together* 
Enter  longest  single  concurrent  sentence. 
Do  not  add  concurrent  sentences  together. 
Sentence  10  yrs.-8  yrs  susp.  ■  2  yrs  In-JaH. 

j     Attach  additional  forms  If  reporting  final  judicial  process  on  more  than  four  subjects,  and  submit  a  final  disposition  for  (R-84)  for  each  subject  j 

Remarks:     (For  every  subject  reported  In  Sections  A.  B  or  F  above,  provide  name,  DOB,  race*,  sex.  and  POB  and  SSAN  if  avalable.) 

Date  Name  Reason 


9/22/86 
9/18/86' 


10  S  SEP  2 


b6  All  served  upon  the  request  of  the^ 
b7c    AUSA'soOffice.  . 


16  SEP  -80, 1986 


^2  ■  Bureau 
2  -  Field  Office 
''See  codes  on  reverse  side. 


1-194C-450     2-SIP  Folder    JJL/dac  (5) 


Code 
No  Description 


Property  Type  Codes*- 


1  Cash  (U.S.  and  foreign  currency) 

2  Stock,  Bonds  or  Negotiable  Instruments  (checks,  travelers  checks, 
money  orders,  certificates  of  deposit,  etc) 

3  General  Retail  Merchandise  (clothing,  food,  liquor,  cigarettes,  TVs,  etc) 

4  Vehicles  (autos,  trucks,  tractors,  trailers,  campers,  motorcycles,  etc) 

5  Heavy  Machinery  &  Equipment  (heavy  equipment,  computers,  etc) 

6  Bulk  Materials  (grain,  fuel,  raw  materials, -metals,  wire,  etc) 

7  Jewelry  (including  unset  precious  and  semiprecious  stones) 

8  Precious  Metals  (gold,-  silver,  silverware,  platinum,,  etc) 

9  Art,  Antiques  or  Rare  Collections 
1 1  Weapons  or  Explosives 

20  All  Other  Recoveries  (not  falling  in  any  category  above)1 

*  Except  for  cash,  the  Remarks  section  must  contain  an  explanation  of  the  computation  of  the  recovery  value  or  loss  prevented, 
accompany  this  reporf  if  the  recovery  is  $1  million  or  more,  or  if  the  PELP  is  $5  million  or  more. 


Code 
No 

22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
30 


Potential  Economic  Loss  Prevented  (PELP)  Type  Cbdestj* 

Description  \*\  ' 

&  * 

Counterfeit  Stocks,  Bonds,  Currency  or  Negotiaojg .Instruments  tfe 
Counterfeit  or.jjfrated  Sound  Recordings  or  Motion^Pictures 
Bank  Theff  Scheme  Aborted  tg? 
Ransom,  Extortion  or  Bribe  Demand  Aborted  ^ 
Theft  from,  or  Fraud  Against,  Government  Scheme  Aborted 
Commercial  or  Industrial  Theft  Scheme  Aborted 
AH  Other  Potential  Economic  Loss  Prevented  (not  falling  in  any 
category  above) 


An  explanation  airtel  must 


t. 

Organized  Crime  Subjects: 

1 A  Boss,  Uhderboss  or  Consigliere  ' 

1 B  Capodecina  or  Soldier 

1 C  Possible  LCN  Member  or  Associate 

10  OC  Subject  Other  Than  LCN 
Known  Criminals  (Other  Than  OC  Members): 

2 A  top* Ten  or  I.O.  Fugitive 

2B  Top  Thief  * 

2C  Top  Con  Man 
Foreign  Nationals: 

3A  Legal  Alien 

3B  Illegal  Alien 

3C  Foreign  Official  Without  Diplomatic  Immunity 
3D  U.N.  Employee  Without  Diplomatic  Immunity 
3E  Foreign  Students 
-3F  All  Others 
Terrorists: 

,4A  Known  Member  of  a  Terrorist  Organization 
4B  Possible  Terrorist  Member  or  Sympathizer 
*lf  a  subject  can  be  classified  in  more  than  one  of  the 


Subject  Description,  Codes* 
•  Enter  Description  Code  Only  When  Reporting  a  Conviction  • 


Union  Members: 

5A  International  or  National  Officer 
5B  Local  Officer   *  . 
50  Union  Employee 
Government  Officials  Or  Employees: 


Federal 

6A  Presidehtiai  Appointee 
6B  U.S.  Senator 
6C  U.S.  Representative 
6D  Judge 
6E  Prosecutor 
6F  Law  Enforcement  Officer 
6G  Fed  Empl  ^  GS  13  &  above 
6H  Fed  Empl  -  GS  12  &  below 

Bank  Officers  or  Employees: 
7A  Bank  Officer 
7B  Bank  Employee 

All  Others: 

8A  All  Other  Subjects  (not  fitting  above  categories) 
categories,  select  the  most  appropriate  in  the  circumstance. 


State 

6J  Governor 
6K  Lt.  Governor 
6L  Legislator 
6M  Judge 
6N  Prosecutor 

•  6P  Law  Enforcement  Officer 
6Q  All  Others  -.-State 


Local 

6R  Mayor 

6S  Legislator 
6T  Judge 
6U  Prosecutor 
6V  Law,  Enforcement  Office 
6W  All  Others  -  Local 


Instructions 

Subject  P/Iorltles  for  FBI  Arrest  or  Locates: 

A  -  Subject  wanted  for  crimes  of  violence  (i.e.  murder,  manslaughter,  forcible  rape,  robbery  and  aggravated  assault)  or  convicted  of  such  crimes  in  the  past  fi\ 
years. 

B  -  Subjects  wanted  for  crimes  involving  the  loss  or  destruction  of  property  valued  in  excess  of  $25,000  or  convicted  of  such  crimes  in  the  past  five  year 
C  -  All  others 

Claiming  Non-Federal  Arrests,  Summonses,  Recoveries  or  Convictions: 

It  is  permissible  to  claim  a  local  arrest,  summons,  recovery  or  conviction  If  the  FBI  significantly  contributed  to  the  accomplishment.  A  succinct  narrative 

.  setting  forth  the  basis  for  the  claim  mustaccompany  this  report,  When  claiming  a  local  recovery,  enter  the  word  "LOCAL"  to  the  right  of  the  amount.  Entq 

"LF"  in  the  "In-Jail"  block  for  all  life  sentences  and  "CP"  for  capital  punishment  sentences. 
Reporting  Convictions:  .  - 

Convictions  should  not  be  reported  until  the  sentence  has  been  issued.  There  are  two  exceptions  to  this  rule.  The  conviction  information  can  be  submitter 

by  itself  if: 

1 .  The  subject  becomes  a  fugitive  after  conviction  but  prior  to  sentencing. 

2.  The  subject  dies  after  conviction  but  prior  to  sentencing. 

An  explanation  is  required  In  the  Remarks  section  for  either  of  the  above  exceptions. 
Rule  20  Situations: 

The  field  office  that  obtained  the  process  (normally  the  office  of  origin)  is  the  office  that  should  claim  the  conviction,  not  the  office  where  the  subject  enters  th 
plea  in  cases  Involving  Rule  20  of  the  Federal  Rules  of  Criminal  Procedures. 
Investigative  Assistance  or. Techniques  (lA/Ts)  Used: 

-Since  more  than  one  IA/T  could  have  contributed  to  the  accomplishment,  each  IA/T  used  must  be  rated. 

•The  IA/T  used  must  be  rated  each  time  an  accomplishment  is  claimed.  (For  example  ■  if  informant  information  was  the  basis  for  a  complaint,  an  arrest, 
recovery  arid  a  conviction  and  if  separate  FD-51 5s  are  submitted  for  each  of  the  aforementioned  accomplishments,  the  "Informant  information"  block  must  b 
rated  on  each  FD-51 5  even  if, it  was  the  same  information  that  contributed  to  all  the  accomplishments.) 
Raco  Codes: 

C= Chinese;  I  =  Indian/American;  J = Japanese;  Ns=Ne6ro;  0= AH  other;  U  =  Unknown;  W= White 
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(Submit  withn  30  days  from  date  of  accompishment) 
DIRECTOR,  FBI 


SAC,  BOSTON 
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KEVIN  H.  WH: 


be 

b7C 


FORMER  MAYOR - 

CITY  OF  BOSTON ;  . 

CORRUPTION'  WITHIN  THE_, 

BOSTON  redevelopment;  

AUTHORI T  Y_ ;_HOBB  S  ACT-  CPO  ; 
EXTORTION ;  MAIL  FRAUD 


Bureau  Fie  Number 


194C-450 


Field  Office  Fie  Number 


C-l 


Squad  or  RA  Number 


Agent's  Social  Security  No. 


6 


j. 

s 


Oat*. 


9/19/86 


X  if  a  jont  operation  with: 

(identity  of  other  agency) 

X  if  case  in* ofves  > 
corrupt^ra^Wy^eX1^ 
otti6laV<5ldwa7state  or 


Were  any  of  the  ini 
ment  being  claimed"^ 


Investigative  Assistance  or  Technique  Used 

ive  assistance  or  techniques  Ksted  below  used  in  connection  with  accompSsJv 
No  O  Yes  -  K  Yes,  rate  each  used  as  folows; 

1  ■  Used.,  but  did  not  help       3  -  Helped,  substantsaly 

2  ■  Helped,  but  onty  minimally   4  -  Absolutely  essential 


1 ,  Acctg  Tech  Rating 
Assistance 

8.  Eng.  Sect.  Rating 
Tape  Exams 

1 5,  Photographic  Rating 
Coverage 

22,  Telephone  Rating 
Toi  Recs 

2.  Alrcfaft 
Assistance 

9.  Hypnosis 
Assistance 

1 6.  Polygraph 
Assistance 

23,  UCO  k 
Group)  f\ 

3.  Computer 
Assistance 

10.  Ident  Dry 
Assistance 

1 7.  Search  Warrants 
Executed 

24.  UCO     /}  \ 

4.  Consensual 
Monitoring 

1 1.  Informant 
Information 

18,  Show  Money 
Usage 

Other 

5.  ELSUR  k 
FISC 

12,Lab0rv" 
Exams 

1 9.  Survel.  Sqd. 
(SOG)  Asst 

26.  NCAVC/ 
VI-CAP 

6.  ELSUR  - 
Title  III 

13.  Lab  Dry 
Field  Support 

20.  SWAT  Team 
Action 

27.  Visual  Invest  • 
Analysis  (VIA) 

7*  Eng.  Sect. 
FleW  Support 

14,  Pen 
Registers 

21.  Tech.  Agt.or 
Tech  Equip 

A.  Preliminary  Judicial  Process 
(Number  of  subjects) 


^Complaints 


B.  Arrests,  Locates,  Summonses  or  Subpoenas  Served  (No.  of  Subj.) 


Subject  Priority* 

A 

8 

C 

FBI  Arrests- 

FBI  Locates-  . 

Local    Arrests  - 

FBI  SubJ.  Resisted  . 


Subpoenas  -L 
Served   


Criminal 
Summons 


Local  Crim. 
Summons  _ 


D.  Recoveries,  Restitutions,  or  Potential  Economic  Lots  Prevented  (PELP) 


(Explain  valuation  In  remarks) 


Property 
Type 
Code* 


PELP 
Type 
Code' 


Potential  Economic 
Loss  Prevented 


C.  Release  of  Hostages  or  Children  Located:  (Number  of  Hostages  or  Children 
Located). 


Hostages  Held  By  Terrorists  _ 
Missing  or  Kidnaped  Chldren  Located . 


:  Al  Other  Hostage  Situations  > 


E.  Civil  Matters 

Amount  of  Suit 
Settlement  or  Award 


Government  Defendant 


Government  Plaintiff 


Enter  AFA  Payment  Here 


F.  Final  Judicial  Process:" 


Judicial  District 


Convtcbon  or  Pretrial  Drv,  Date 


Sentence  Date 


No,  of 
Subjects  .. 


Acquitted 


Subject  1        Subject  Description  Code*  — 

Subject  3       Subject  Description  Code  * — - 

D  Felony 

G  Misde- 
meanor 

Conviction 

Combined  Sentence 

Q  Felony 

Q  Misde- 
meanor 

Conviction 

Combined  Sentence 

Title 

Section 

Counts 

Suspended 
Yrs  1  Mos 

Probation 
Yrs  1  Mos 

Title 

Section 

Counts 

In-Jai 
Yrs   1  Mos 

Suspended 
Yrs   I  Mos 

Probation 
Yrs  |  Mos 

□  Plea 

□  Trial 

□  Pretrial 
Diversion 

Total   

Fmes  * 

1  ill 

n  nn 

LJ  LJLJ 

Total  , 
Fmes  s 

Add  consecutive  sentences  together. 
Enter  longest  angle  concurrent  sentence. 
Do  not  add  concurrent  sentences  together. 
Sentence  10  yrs. -8  yrs.  susp.  -  2  yrs,  In-Jai, 

Add  consecutive  sentences  together. 
Enter  longest  single  concurrent  sentence. 
Do  not  add  concurrent  sentences  together. 
Sentence  10  yrs.*8  yrs,  susp.  -  2  yrs.  In-Jai. 

Subject  2       Subject  Description  Code  *  — 

Subject  4.      Subject  Oescnpboo  Code*— 

□  Felony 

O  Misde- 
meanor 

Conviction 

Combined  Sentence 

G  Felony 

G  Misde< 
meaner 

Conviction 

Combined  Sentence 

Title 

Section 

Counts 

tn-Ja* 
Yrs   |  Mos 

Suspended 
Yrs  |  Mos 

Probation 
Yrs   |  Mos 

Title 

Section, 

Counts 

In^teS 
Yrs   1  Mos 

Suspended 
Yrs    I  Mos 

ProbafjotCa^ 
Yrs/[  Mos  y 

i  III 

n  nn 

Total  "   

Fmes  5 

G  Plea 

Total                                 i       if  f 
Fmes  *                                   f  1/Vt  U\  J 

Add  consecutive  sentences  together. 
Enter  longest  single  concurrent  sentence. 
Do  not  add  concurrent  sentences  together. 
Sentence  10  yrs.*8  yrs,  susp.  ■  2  yrs.  In-Jafl 

Q  Tnal 
O  Pretrial 
Orverston 

Add  consecutrve  sentences  together.  \  f  1  **  j 
Enter  longest  single  concurrent  sentence^ 
Do  not  add  concurrent  sentences  together?"""— ""^ 
Sentence  1 0  yrs.-8  yrs.  susp.  m  2  yrs.  In-JaS. 

|     Attach  additional  forms  If  reporting  final  Judicial  process  on  more  than  four  subjects,  and  subpjfgj 


Remarks:     (For  every  subject  reported  in  Sections  A,  B  or  F  above,  provide  name.  DOB.  race*,  sex.  a 

Date  Name  . 


^flgigsgslttorUor  (R-84)  for  each  subject     j  \ 


9/18/86 


be 

hlC 


i  POB  and  SSAN  if  avalabte, 

Reason 


Served  upon  request  of  AUSATs  Office. 

y    SEP  26  1986 


64  r 


Q Bureau 
Held  Office 
*  See  codes  on  reverse  side. 


1-194C-450 


2-Sip  Folder      JJL/dac  (5) 


^S^*JUl-^23  '8?  15:31  MftFBIBSOO 


a 

ft 


P. 3 


/l|,on«»  otto«l..d  by  Foc.lmJU^^GL^S' 


Proc»d*nco 


"Fromn* '    sf  ' 


i  £ 


Dato) 
Tlmai  Transmitted 

InltlaU  - 


it  V 

Ingerprlnt 


□  Pjngerprlnt  Photo        O  f  1*9»'pMn»  Rocord        Q  Mop        O  N«w*popar  clipping        Q  Photograph 


•»  rn'ArtUta  Conception 


(    i  Othor 


|Spaclol  handling  Instructions: 


Approved: 


be 

b7C 


■/EMS 


-d 

t==»  Tj~p3bj 


a* 
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FD-36  (Rev.  8-«-82) 


FBI 


TRANSMIT  VIA: 

□  Teletype 

□  Facsimile 
E  '  AIRTEL 


PRECEDENCE; 

□  Immediate 

□  Priority 

□  Routine 


CLASSIFICATION: 

□  TOP  SECRET  • 

□  SECRET 

□  CONFIDENTIAL 

□  UNCLAS  E  F  T  O 

□  UNCLAS 

Date  5/22/87 


TO 


5  DIRECTOR,  FBI 


FROM 


(194C-450)  (C) 


;  SAC,  BOSTON 

SUBJECT t  KEVIN  H,  WHITE, 
f?     J     FORMER  MAYOR, 

VCITY  OP  BOSTON; 

^CORRUPTION  WITHIN  THE 

BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  (BRA) ; 

HOBBS  '  ACT  -  CPO; 

EXTORTION;    '*  * 

KAIL'  FRAUD; 

00: BOSTON  f ' 

*,*       a  "  *! 

Re  Boston  airtel  to  Bureau  dated  9/19/86, 

♦     *  ■  f 

Enclosed  for  the  Bureau  are  the  original  and  three 
copies  of  an  LHM  setting  forth  the  synopsis  of  this  matter.  A 
copy  of  the  LHM  is  being  disseminated  to  the  United  states 
Attorney Is  Office,  Boston,  Massachusetts. 

The  United  States  Attorney's  Office,  Boston, 
Massachusetts',  has  declined  prosecution  of  this  matter.  There 
be  no  further  investigation  conducted  by  Boston. 


Bureau  (Ends.  4) 
A2>Bost;on  ?t 


Approved? 


Transmitted    '  ^  ~      <   w  Per 

(Number)  (Time) 

p  mm 
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U.S.  Department  of  Justice 


Federal  Bureau    of  Investigation 


In  Reply,  PUh»  RtUt  to 
Fill  No' 


BoBton,  Massachusetts 


May  22,  1987 

'  KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 
FORMER  MAYOR, 
CITY  OF  BOSTON; 
CORRUPTION  WITHIN  THE 
BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  (BRA) } 
HOBBS  ACT- -  CORRUPTION  OF 
PUBLIC  OFFICIALS; 
1  *.  EXTORTION; 
MAIL  ffiAUP 

This  investigation  was  predicated  upon  receipt  of 
information  by  the  United  States  Attorney's  Office,  Boston, 
^j*°iPft*F'  <?wi«3* September,  }|86. 

I 


(AUSA)' 


_l,  sent  Assistant  United  States  Attorney 
J, 'District  of  Massachusetts,  Boston, 


Massachusetts/ "a  letter  which  outlined  allegations  of  possible 
misconduct  during' former  Mayor  KEVIN  H.* WHITE !s  Administration. 


ig  „       

The*  source  of  'this*  allegation  Mftfi'nttttfttnftri  hufc  irfg.nfc4fJftri  »ft  n 


r 


iat  tne  time  or  tne  questionable  transaction.  The 
allegation  is  that  John  Hancock  Mutual* Life  Insurance  Company, 
Boston,  'Massachusetts', '  was  pressured  by*  former  Mayor  WHITE  into 
making' a  "four  million- dollar  corporate  gift  to  Boston  University 
iiT ftrder  to  get  a "change  in  a  development' agreement  which  had 
been* made tyith* the  City' of  .Boston  inf the' late  I960' s.  This 
change  ^as  sought  in  pie  summer  of } 1982 »    The  original  agreement 
that?CToh>5Hancock  had*  entered*  into  with  the  City 'of  Boston  was 
that  once  the  new  John'Hancock* Tower  was* builti 'another  office 
buiJ4iflg*owned/  by  Hancock  at  197  Clarendon  'Street,  Boston, 
Massachusetts,  would  be  demolished1 and  in  its  place  a  park  would 
&  f^W^*™9  *f  !**  ?ityl of  Boston." 

In  1972,  Hancock  determined  that  it  needed  the  building 
at  197  Clarendon  Street  and  sought  the  city! s  approval  to  change 
the3 deal  accordingly.    A" number  of;  city  approvals  were  necessary 
to^ef£ectuat**thie  change,  the' first  and  most  important  being 
that ^pf* the  BRA.    The  BRA  and  other* city  agencies  approved  the 

JhiB  fioourrrnt  contains  neither 


4 -Bureau 
^-USA^Boston 


Jo  6 

B7C 
b7D 


/ 

/    A  i  MA*   


JUL  28  '87  15:32  MAFBIBSOO  ,  Pi6 


O  Q 

"  ft! 

u 

KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 

FORMER  MAYOR,  s*. 

CITY  OF  BOSTON; 

CORRUPTION  WITHIN  THE 

BOSTON ' REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  (BRA) 1 

HOBBS'  ACT  -  CORRUPTION  OF  }.  - 

PUBLIC' OFFICIALS; 

EXTORTION; 

The  implication  of  the  allegation  i'B  that  former  Mayor 
KEVIN  WHITE  would  only  approve  this  change  if /John  Hancock  made  a 
four  inillion  dollar  gift  to  the  School  of  Engineering  at  Boston 
University  (BU),  which  BU  President  JOHN  SILBER  was  in  the 
process  of  building*  ' 

*\  .  ■-. 

Investigation  to  date  has  revealed  that  John  Hancock  has 
made  a  four  and  one  half  million  dollar  contribution  to  BU  in 
early' 1983.    Various  records  and  reports  confirm  that  John 
Hancock  was  able  to  get  this  agreement  with  £he  City  of  Boston 
changed  during  the  same  time. 


BRA  records  for  the  fall  of  1982  confirmed  that.  

was  calling f  [about  the  Hancock  matter  in 

October, " 1984^    A  newspaper  article  from  early  1984  about  the 
relationship  between  KEVIN  WHITE  and  I  I reports  that  the 

Hancock  contribution  to  BU  cftwa  out  of  a  private  meeting  between 
KEVIN  WHITE  and  the'  1bmannV\  I 

In  this  same^ article,  a  BRA  Spokesman  states' that  there  was  no 
relationship  whatsoever  between  BU  and  the  City's  approval  of 
J<^Lp|ncmjc'fl'  proposal  to  change  their  agreement  with  the  city. 

KEVIN  WHITE  and  I  I  have  had  a  long  standing  personal 

relationship  and  when  WHITE  left  Boston  City  Hall  during  January, 
1904^  WHITE*  went  to  work  at  BU  reportedly  at  a  salary  of  §100,000 

a^year  as 'a  Professor, 1 "  BU  also  hired  several  Qf  WHITE'S  

political  aides 'in  early  1984,  including!  


bo 
b7C 


J  also  nirea 


WHITE  I  s  I  Imany  years  ago  as  a  consultant,  paying  her 

aprox|Bately  |20,ppp^a  year  for  her  part-time  services. 

Additionally, I  I  is  alleged  to  have  engaged  in  the 


strong  arm  "tactics  among  BU  Administrators  in  order  to  raise 
campaign  funds' for  former  Mayor  WHITE  during  his  re-election 
campaigns; I  |has  been  subpoenaed  before  a  Federal  Grand 

Jury, « Boston,  Massachusetts, f  and  he  appeared  before  the  Grand 
Jj&y*on  September  17,  1986,  at  which' Jime  he  testified  regarding 
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KEVIN  H.  WHITE, 

FORMER  MAYOR, 

CITY  OF  BOSTON; 

CORRUPTION  WITHIN  THE 

BOSTON 1  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  (BRA); 

HOBBS^ACT- -  CORRUPTION  OF 

PUBLIC  OFFICIALS  / ' 

EXTORTION;     *  * 

MAIL'FRftUp 


Iniuranctt  Company,  Boston,.  Massachusetts .  regarding  the 
aff^entioned  allegation,  i  TpirfwjdAii  detailed  information 

|ranspired  between  John  Hancock  and  the  city  of  Boston. 

-  :       On  May  6.  1987,  Assistant  United  States  Attorney  (AUSA) 
1 3  District  of  Massachusetts,  Boston, 


Massachusetts,  declined  prosecution  of  this  matter 'due  to  the 
•  *|f  8f  fv^fnc*  S°  substantiate  "and  prove  a  federal  violation. 


.bo 
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